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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

4901.  Misbranding'  of  macaroni.  U.  S.  * * * v.  40  Boxes  of  Macaroni. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered 
released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  6977.  I.  S.  No.  10788-1.  S.  No.  C— 371.) 

On  November  3,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  40  boxes,  each  containing  22  pounds,  of  macaroni,  consigned 
by  the  Atlantic  Macaroni  Co.,  Long  Island  City,  N.  Y.,  and  remaining  unsold 
in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Covington,  Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State 
of  Kentucky,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Macaroni,  Mosca  Brand,  Guaranteed 
by  Manufacturer.  Serial  No.  3880.”  (Stamped  on  ends  of  boxes  in  an  incon- 
spicuous manner)  “Manufactured  by  the  Atlantic  Macaroni  Company,  Long 
Island  City.”  (Stenciled  on  sides  of  boxes)  “.Quality  Extra  Fine,”  “22  Lbs. 
Net.”  Further  stenciled  with  the  letter  “ G ” in  a diamond  and  marked  with  a 
design  of  an  Italian  scene  showing  peasants  eating  macaroni  and  an  Italian 
sailboat. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  the  libel  in  substance  for  the  reason  that  said 
article  bore  statements,  designs,  and  devices  regarding  it  which  were  false  and 
misleading  in  that  the  boxes  were  so  labeled,  branded,  and  designed  as  to  make 
it  appear  that  the  article  was  a foreign  product,  with  the  purpose  and  intent  of 
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deceiving  and  misleading  the  purchaser  and  inducing  in  the  purchaser  the  belief 
that  said  article  was  a foreign  product  and  of  a foreign  manufacture,  when,  in 
fact  and  in  truth,  it  was  not  a foreign  product,  but  was  manufactured  within 
the  United  States  of  America,  and  the  said  design,  labels,  and  brands  upon  said 
boxes  or  packages  were  so  made  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser. 

On  July  15,  1916,  the  said  Atlantic  Macaroni  Co.,  claimant,  having  filed  its 
answer  admitting  the  allegations  contained  in  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
article  be  released  to  said  claimant,  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceedings and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  -sum  of  $50,  in  conformity  with 
section  TO  of  the  act. 


R.  A,  Peakson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4002.  Ati.ultera.tion  off  eggs.  XT.  S.  * * * v.  9 Cases  off  Eggs  * * * U.  S. 

* * * v.  5 Cases  off  Eggs.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation,  for- 

feiture, and  sale.  (F.  & D.  No.  6989.  S.  Nos.  E-461,  E-462.) 

On  November  8,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District'  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  of  information 
for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  9 cases  of  eggs,  consigned  by  the  H.  L. 
Handy  Co.,  Hartford,  Conn.,  and  5 cases  of  eggs,  consigned  by  Kamius  Bros., 
Hartford,  Conn.,  and  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Connecticut  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  and  charging  adul- 
teration In  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  of  information  for  the 
reason  that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal 
substance. 

On  September  22,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  which 
had  theretofore  been  ordered  sold  upon  petition  by  the  United  States  attorney, 
judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4903.  Adulteration,  of  tomato  pulp.  U.  S.  t.  550  Cases  of  Tomato  Pulp. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destroetion. 

(F.  & D.  No.  6927.  I.  S.  No.  11122-1.  S.  No.  C-353.) 

On  October  20,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  550  cases,  each  containing  4 dozen  No.  1 cans,  of  tomato 
pulp,  consigned  by  the  Austin  Canning  Co.,  Austin.  Ind.,  remaining  unsold  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  March  22,  1915,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Texas,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the 
Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (On  cans)  “America 
Beauty  Brand  Tomato  Pulp,  Austin  Canning  Co.,  Austin,  Ind.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
composed  of  a partially  decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  May  26,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

K.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4JJ04.  Adulteration  of  ketchnp.  U.  S.  -*  - * * 1.  350  Cans  and  150  Cases  of 

Tomato  Ketchup.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture. 
Product  ordered  released  on  Komi.  ( F.  & D.  Nos.  7082,  7144,  7153.  I.  S. 
Nos.  2039-1,  3527-1,  3531-1.  S.  Nos.  E-489,  E-515,  E-523.) 

On  November  30,  1915,  December  29,  1915,  and  January  11,  1916,  the  United 
States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New  York,  acting  upon  reports  by 
the  Secretary1  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
for  said  district  libels  praying  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  350  cans, 
75  cases,  and  75  cases  of  tomato  ketchup,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  October  18,  1915,-  November  4.  1915,  and  November  17,  1915,  by  the 
Harbauer  Co.,  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the 
State  of  New.  York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  350-can  shipment  bore  no  marks  or  labels;  the  75-case  ship- 
ments were  labeled  in  part : “ Harbauer  Brand  Tomato  Catsup— Made  by  the 
Harbauer  Co..  Toledo,  O.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  the  350-case  [can]  shipment  was  alleged  in  the 
first  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid  vegetable  substance,  to  wit,  decayed  and  moldy  tomato.  Adulteration  of 
the  article  in  one  75-case  shipment  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  second  libel 
for  the  reason  that  it  consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and 
putrid,  vegetable  substance.  Adulteration  of  the  article  in  the  other  75-case 
shipment  was  alleged  in  the  third  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  part 
of  a decomposed  vegetable  substance,  to  wit,  decomposed  tomatoes. 

On  September  14,  1916,  the  said  Harbauer  Co.,  claimant,  having  filed  a stipu- 
lation admitting  the  truth  of  allegations  contained  in  the  libels,  which  had  been 
consolidated  into  one  proceeding,  and  consenting  to  a decree,  judgment  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  articles  in  each  shipment  should  be  redelivered  to  said  claimant  upon  the 
payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceeding  and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum 
of  $900,  conditioned  in  part  that  said  article  should  be  shipped  by  said  claimant 
to  itself  at  Toledo,  Ohio,  there  to  be  inspected  and  sorted  under  the  supervision 
of  a representative  of  this  department,  and  that  the  portion  of  the  article  which 
was  found  to  be  unfit  for  food  should  be  destroyed  or  denatured,  and  that  the 
balance  thereof  should  be  released  to  said  claimant  for  food  purposes. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4905.  Adulteration  of  blaekeye  beans.  1.  S.  v.  108  Bag's  ©f  Blackeye 
Beans.  Default  decree  of  condenimitiois,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  7134.  I.  S.  No.  2852-1.  S.  No.  E-507.) 

On  December  30,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  th£  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  100  bags  of  blackeye  beans,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Utica,  N.  Y„,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  September  8,  1915,  by  Adolph  Koshland,  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charg- 
ing adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part : “ Blackeye  Beans.” 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulterated, 
in  that  it  contained  worms,  and  was  wormy  and  worm-eaten. 

On  January  18,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture , 
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4006.  Adulteration  of  canned  fruits,  vegetables,  and  Ssh  products.  U.  S.  v. 

1 Carload  of  Canned  Fruits,  Vegetables,  and  Fish  Products,  lie- 
fault  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D. 
No.  6934.  S.  No.  E-428.) 

On  or  about  October  23,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  Dis- 
trict of  Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  1 carload  of  canned  fruits,  vegetables,  and  fish  products, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Richmond,  Va.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  11,  1915,  by  the  California 
Fruit  Canners  Assoc.,  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  and  transported  from  the  State 
of  California  into  the  State  of  Maryland  and  thence  into  the  State  of  Virginia, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
same  consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vege- 
table [animal]  substance.  [These  goods  were  damaged  in  transit  in  a flood  at 
Galveston,  Tex.,  thereby  becoming  adulterated.) 

On  April  15,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

It  A.  Feaeson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4907.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  vinegar.  U.  S.  * * * v.  50  Bar- 
rels of  * * * Vinegar  and  30  Barrels  of  * * * Vinegar.  De- 

fault decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered 
sold.  (F.  & D.  No.  6947.  I.  S.  Nos.  10015-1,  10016-1.  S.  No.  C-357.) 

Oil  October  26,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United.  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion of  50  barrels,  each  containing  about  47  gallons,  of  so-called  apple  cider 
vinegar,  and  30  barrels,  each  containing  5 dozen  bottles,  of  so-called  pure  apple 
cider  vinegar,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Parsons, 
Ivans.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  14,  1915, 
by  the  Monarch  Vinegar  Works,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Kansas,  and  charging  adulteration  and  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  distilled  vinegar  or  dilute  acetic  acid,  which 
had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  and  substituted  for  the  pure  product  in  such 
manner  as  to  reduce  or  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  in  the  50  barrels  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that 
there  was  attached  to  each  of  the  barrels  a brand  or  label  in  words  and  figures 
as  follows,  to  wit : “ Monarch  Vinegar  Works,  Monarch  Brand  Apple  Cider 
Vinegar,  Generator  Run,  47  Gal.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.”,  which  label  was  mislead- 
ing and  false  and  calculated  to  induce  the  purchaser  to  believe  that  the  so- 
called  apple  cider  vinegar  was  pure,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  same  was 
adulterated  as  herein  above  set  forth.  Misbranding  of  the  product  in  the  30 
barrels  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  to  each  of  said  barrels  and  each  of 
the  bottles  contained  therein,  was  attached  a brand  or  label  in  words  and 
figures  as  follows,  to  wit : “ Pure  Apple  Cider  Vinegar,  bottled  for  C.  H.  Mori- 
aritv,  wholesale  grocer,  Parsons,  Kansas,  contents  one  pint  nine  ounces  ”,  which 
said  label  was  misleading  and  false  and  calculated  to  induce  the  purchaser  to 
believe  that  said  so-called  pure  apple  cider  vinegar  was  pure,  when,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  the  same  was  adulterated  as  herein  above  set  forth. 

On  May  1,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgments 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  sold  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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•lf)OS.  Adulteration  of  eggs.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Eiiward  Ci.  Mattox  (Eureka 

Commission.  Co.).  Flea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $10  ami  costs.  (F.  & D. 
No.  6957.  I.  S.  No.  7177-k.) 

On  April  6,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Edward  G.  Mattox,  trading  as  Eureka  Commission  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleg- 
ing shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or 
about  July  29,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a 
quantity  of  eggs,  which  were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  product  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  out  of  210  eggs  examined,  194  eggs,  or  92.4  per  cent, 
were  found  to  be  rots,  16  eggs,  or  7.6  per  cent,  heavy  spots ; the  product  appears 
to  be  candled  out  stock  of  rots  with  black  rots  taken  out ; examination  shows 
the  product  to  be  rotten  and  decomposed  eggs. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal 
substance. 

On  May  3,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

R.  A.  Peakson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4909.  Adulteration  of  tomato  ketchup.  U.  S.  * * * v.  50  Cases  of  Tomato 

Ketchup.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  anti  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  6961.  I.  S.  No.  11118-1.  S.  No.  C-366.) 

On  October  28,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Texas,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  50  cases,  each  containing  2 dozen  bottles,  of  tomato  ketchup, 
consigned  by  the  Blue  Grass  Canning  Co.,  Owensboro,  Ky.,  remaining  unsold 
in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  December  18,  1918,  and  transported  from 
the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Texas,  and  charging  adulteration  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (on 
bottle)  “Blue  Grass  Brand  Tomato  Catsup.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
was  composed  of  a partially  decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  May  26,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

It.  A.  Peabson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4010.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eg’gs.  IT.  S.  * * * v.  Joltn  H.  Hillosa.  et  al. 

(Dillo-m  et  13oa3rlas»>.  Pleas  of  nolo  contendere.  Fines.  @30.  (P.  & D. 

No.  6965.  I.  S.  No.  731-k.) 

On  or  about  March  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Rhode  Island,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
John  H.  Dillon  and  William  H.  Douglass,  copartners,  trading  as  Dillon  and 
Douglass,  Providence,  R.  I.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  February  8,  1915,  from  the  State  of 
Rhode  Island  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  frozen  eggs, 
which  were  adulterated. 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry,  of  this 
department,  showed  the  following  results  after  one  day’s  incubation : 


Organisms  per  cc,  plain  agar,  at  25°  C 190,000,  000 

Organisms  per  cc,  plain  agar,  at  37°  C 127,  000,  000 

Gas-producing  organisms  per  cc 100,  090 


Odor,  musty  and  rotten.  A large  amount  of  mold  found,  show- 
ing that  it  is  a spot  egg  product. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy  and  decomposed  animal 
substance. 

On  June  15,  1916,  the  defendant  Dillon  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to 
the  information  and  on  January  29,  1917,  the  defendant  Douglass  entered  a 
similar  plea,  and  the  court  imposed  fines  of  $20  and  $10,  respectively. 

R,  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4911.  Adulteration  of  eliestnnts.  U.  S.  * * * v.  21  Bags  * * * of  Chest- 

nuts, Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  ami  destruction. 
(F.  & D.  No.  6966.  I.  S.  No.  1622-1.  S.  No.  E-444.) 

On  October  28,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  21  bags,  each  containing  approximately  100  pounds,  of 
chestnuts,  consigned  by  William  L.  Utz  & Co.,  Graves  Mill,  Va.,  and  remain- 
ing unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  the  shipment  having  been  received  on  or  about 
October  25,  1915,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  tlie  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted, in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance, more  than  40  per  cent  of  the  chestnuts  being  wormy,  decayed,  or  moldy. 

On  June  24,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

S.  A.  Peaeson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4012.  Adulteration  of  chestnuts.  U.  S.  * * * v.  25  Bags  ox  Chestnuts. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  Nos.  6967,  6968.  I.  S.  Nos.  1623-1,  1624-1.  S.  Nos.  E--445,  E-446.) 

On  October  28,  1915,  'the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  25  bags,  each  containing  approximately  60  pounds  of  chestnuts, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Stevens  Bros.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  the  shipment 
having  been  received  on  or  about  October  23,  1915,  and  charging  adulteration 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance, more  than  40  per  cent  of  the  chestnuts  being  wormy,  decayed,  or  moldy. 

On  June  23,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

B.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4913.  Misbranding  of  White  Pine  Expectorant  ” and  (i  White  Pine  Bal- 
sam.9’ U.  S.  * * * v.  Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.,  a corporation. 

Plea  of  gniity.  Fine,  $49  and  costs.  (P.  & D.  No.  6970,  I.  S.  Nos. 
6311— h,  6312— h.) 

On  February  25,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Ailan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co.,  a corporation,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or 
about  April  12,  1918,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of 
quantities  of  “ White  Pine  Expectorant  ” and  “ White  Pine  Balsam,”  each  of 
which  was  misbranded.  The  expectorant  was  labeled  in  part:  (On  bottle) 
“ White  Pine  Expectorant.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  this  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  product  is  essentially  a sirupy  solution  containing 
a small  amount  of  alkaloid  (probably  morphine),  chloroform,  alcohol,  benzoic 
acid,  and  a large  amount  of  plant  extractives  unidentified. 

The  balsam  was  labeled  in  part:  (On  bottle)  “White  Pine  Balsam.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  this  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed 
that  the  product  is  essentially  a sirupy  solution  containing  a small  amount  of 
alkaloid  (probably  morphine),  chloroform,  alcohol,  benzoic  acid,  and  a large 
amount  of  plant  extractives  unidentified. 

Misbranding  of  the  articles  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  following  statement,  regarding  them  and  the  ingredients  and  substances 
contained  therein,  appearing  on  the  labels  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “ White  Pine 
Expectorant”  (or  “White  Pine  Balsam,”  in  the  case  of  the  balsam),  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  it  indicated  to  purchasers  thereof  that  each  of  the 
articles  contained  as  one  of  its  ingredients  extract  or  tar  of  white  pine,  when, 
in  truth  and  in  fact,  neither  article  contained  any  extract  or  tar  of  white 
pine.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  following  state- 
ment regarding  the  therapeutic  or  curative  effects  of  the  articles  appearing  on 
the  labels  of  the  cartons  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “White  Pine  Expectorant”  (or 
“White  Pine  Balsam,”  in  the  case  of  the  balsam)  * * * for  * * * con- 
sumption * * * and  all  inflamed  conditions  of  the  lungs,”  was  false  and 
fraudulent  in  that  the  same  was  applied  to  one  or  the  other  of  the  articles, 
knowingly  and  in  reckless  and  wanton  disregard  of  its  truth  or  falsity  so  as 
to  represent  falsely  and  fraudulently  to  the  purchasers  thereof,  and  create  in 
the  minds  of  purchasers  thereof  the  impression  and  belief,  that  each  of  the 
articles  was,  in  whole  or  in  part,  composed  of  or  contained  ingredients  of 
medicinal  agents  effective,  among  other  things,  as  a remedy  for  consumption 
and  all  inflamed  conditions  of  the  lungs,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  articles 
were  not,  in  whole  or  in  part,  composed  of  and  did  not  contain  such  ingredients 
or  medical  agents. 

On  April  7,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $40  and  costs. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4914.  Adulteration  of  Maeleeye  bean«.  U.  S.  v.  100  Bags  of  Blaclseye 
Beans.  Befanli  decree  o£  eondenmation,  forfeiture;,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  6934.  I.  S.  No.  1557-1.  S.  No.  E-457.) 

On  November  5,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  100  bags  of  blaekeye  beans,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  Utica,  N.  Y.T  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  August  21,  1915,  by  Adolph  Koshland,  San  Francisco,  Cal., 
and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  State  of  New  York, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part : “ Blaekeye  Beans.” 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  contained  worms,  and  was  wormy  and  worm-eaten. 

On  December  7,  1915,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

B.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4915.  Adulteration  of  corn  flour.  U.  S.  * * * r.  60  Sags  of  Corn  Flour. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  No.  6986.  I.  S.  No.  20756-1.  S.  No.  W-73.) 

On  November  S,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tlie  District  of  Utah, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  GO  bags  of  corn  flour,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter- 
state commerce  by  the  Charles  Herendeen  Milling  Co.,  of  Chicago,  111.,  from 
the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Utah,  and  charging  adulteration  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  each 
of  the  said  60  bags  of  corn  flour  contained  living  larvae,  dead  larvae  in  a state 
of  decomposition,  larvae  excreta,  and  a larvae  webby  material. 

On  December  13,  1915,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4916.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  U.  S.  * * * v.  92  Cases  * * * of 

Frozen  Eggs.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation,  forf  eiture,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  6990.  I.  S.  Nos.  3405-1,  3410-1.  S.  No.  E-459.) 

On  November  8,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  said  District,  holding  a District  Court,  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  92  cases  [cans],  more  or  less,  each  containing  approximately 
25  pounds,  of  frozen  eggs,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  in  storage,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  stored  during 
the  months  of  June,  July,  and  August,  1915,  and  charging  adulteration  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  and  vegetable  sub- 
stance, for  which  reason  the  goods  were  absolutely  unfit  for  human  con- 
sumption. 

On  April  11,  1916,  Louis  Spickloser,  Washington,  D.  C.,  claimant,  having  con- 
sented to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United 
States  marshal,  and  that  said  claimant  should  pay  the  costs  of  the  proceedings. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4017.  Adulteration  of  chestnuts.  lT.  S.  * * * v.  10  Bags  * * * of  Chest- 

nuts. Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  Nos.  7011,  7012.  I.  S.  Nos.  1625-1,  1626-1.  S.  No.  E-448.) 

On  October  28,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  10  bags,  each  containing  approximately  60  pounds,  of  chestnuts 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleg- 
ing that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Stevens  Bros.,  Baltimore,  Md„  and 
transported  from  the  state  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  the 
shipment  having  been  received  on  or  about  October  27,  1915,  and  charging 
adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  vegetable  sub- 
stance, more  than  40  per  cent  of  the  chestnuts  being  wormy,  decayed,  or  moldy. 

On  June  23,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

B,  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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491S.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  aeid  aeetylo  saiicjlie.  U.  S.  * * * 

_ v.  50  Packages  of  Acid  Aeetylo  Salicylic.  Default  decree  of  eon- 

demnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction,  <F.  & D.  No.  7016.  I.  S.  No. 
11004-1.  S.  No.  C-379.) 

On  November  13.  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  50  one-pound  packages  of  acid  aeetylo  salicylic,  remaining 
unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Meridian,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the 
article  bad  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  22,  1915,  by  the  Bagby-Howe  Co., 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of 
Mississippi,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled : “ One  pound  Acid  Aeetylo  Salicylic 
Chemische  Fabrik  Vorm  Bohenzoller  Breslau.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for'  the  reason  that  the 
strength  and  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  and  quality  under  which 
it  had  been  and  was  intended  to  be  sold. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  packages  in  which  the  artiele 
was  contained  bore  a statement  that  it  was  acid  aeetylo  salicylic,  which  said 
statement  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  substance  was  not,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  acid  aeetylo  salicylic,  but  was  composed  chiefly  of  milk  sugar,  ace- 
tanilid, salicylc  acid,  potassium  bitartrate,  and  contained  practically  no  acid 
aeetylo  salicylc.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  in  imitation  of  and  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  and 
different  drug,  to  wit,  acid  aeetylo  salicylic.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  article  contained  a certain  drug,  to  wit,  acetanilid, 
and  the  package  in  which  it  was  packed  did  not  bear  thereon , a statement 
showing  on  the  label  thereon  the  quantity  or  proportion  of  acetanilid  therein 
contained. 

On  March  15,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Peaeson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4f>19.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S.  * * * v.  25  Cases  * * * 

of  Evaporated  Apples.  Product  ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D. 

No.  7023.  I.  S.  No.  11005-1.  S.  No.  C-381.) 

On  November  13,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  25  cases,  each  containing  60  cartons,  of  evaporated  apples, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Meridian,  Miss.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  8,  1915,  by  Hartmann  & 
Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the 
State  of  Mississippi,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  cartons  were  labeled  in  part : “ Queen  Quality  Brand  N.  Y. 
State  Evaporated  Apples.” 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulter- 
ated in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto,  and  had  been  mixed  and  packed 
therewith,  so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and 
strength  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit, 
water,  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  evaporated  apples,  and  had  been  added 
thereto  and  mixed  therewith. 

On  December  23,  1915,  the  said  Hartmann  & Co.,  claimant,  having  filed  its 
claim  for  the  seized  goods,  praying  for  the  release  of  the  same,  and  it  appearing 
to  the  court  that  the  article  might  be  renovated  and  relabeled  and  used  as  food 
without  violation  of  the  law,  it  was  ordered  that  the  property  should  be 
released  and  delivered  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceeding and  the  execution  of  a good  and  sufficient  bond,  conditioned  that  the 
article  should  not  be  used,  sold,  or  disposed  of  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4f) 20.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S.  * * * v.  75  Cases  * * * 

of  Evaporated  Apples.  Product  ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D. 
No.  7024.  I.  S.  No.  11010-1.  S.  No.  C-382.) 

On  November  13,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  75  cases,  each  containing  60  cartons,  of  evaporated  ap- 
ples, remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Meridian,  Miss., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  8,  1915,  by 
Hartmann  & Co.,  .Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New 
York  into  the  State  of  Mississippi,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  cartons  were  labeled  in  part : “ Red  Apple 
Brand,  New  York  State  Evaporated  Apples.” 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulterated 
in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto,  and  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and  strength 
of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had 
been  substituted  in  part  for  evaporated  apples,  and  had  been  added  thereto  and 
mixed  therewith. 

On  December  23,  1915,  the  said  Hartmann  & Co.,  claimant,  having  filed  its 
claim  for  the  seized  goods,  praying  for  the  release  of  the  same,  and  it  appearing 
to  the  court  that  the  article  might  be  renovated  and  relabeled  and  used  as 
food  without  violation  of  the  law,  it  was  ordered  that  the  property  should  be 
released  and  delivered  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceeding and  the  execution  of  a good  and  sufficient  bond,  conditioned  that  the 
article  should  not  be  used,  sold,  or  disposed  of  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  or  of  the  State  of  Mississippi. 

R.  A.  Peakson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4J>21.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  IT.  S.  * * * v.  622  Bosh  els  of  Oysters  in 

the  Shell.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  anil  forfeiture.  Prod- 
uct released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7035.  I.  S.  No.  3518—1.  S.  No.  E— 475.) 

On  November  6,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  622  bushels  of  oysters  in  the  shell,  consigned  by  George  M. 
Still,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken 
packages  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  November  6,  1915,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey  into 
the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  particular  [part]  of  a partially  filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid 
animal  product,  to  wit,  polluted  oysters. 

On  April  21,  1916,  the  said  George  M.  Still,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  consented 
to  the  entry  of  the  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  en- 
tered, and  the  property  having  been  delivered  to  said  claimant  under  a stipu- 
lation for  value  in  the  sum  of  $777,  containing  certain  conditions  as  to  the  dis- 
posal thereof,  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  United  States  recover  of 
said  claimant  the  value  of  the  merchandise,  as  stipulated,  amounting  to  $777, 
together  with  the  costs  of  the  proceedings. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4022.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  S.  * * * v.  40S  Bashels  of  Oysters  in 

tlie  Shell.  Tried  to  tlie  court  and  a jury.  Verdict  in  favor  of  tfee 
Government.  Decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Claimant 
ordered  to  pay  stipulated  value  of  tlie  merchandise  and  the  costs 
of  the  proceedings.  (F.  & D.  No.  7036,  I.  S.  No.  1940-1.  S.  No.  E-474.) 

On  November  6,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  408  bushels  of  oysters  in  the  shell,  consigned  by  Azel 
F.  Merrell,  and  remaining  unsold  and  unloaded  from  the  ship  at  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  6, 
1915,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey  into  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  particular  [part]  of  a partially  filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid 
animal  product,  to  wit,  polluted  oysters. 

On  November  12,  1915,  an  order  was  signed  by  the  court,  upon  stipulation  of 
the  parties,  releasing  the  oysters  under  seizure  to  the  said  Azel  F.  Merrell, 
claimant,  upon  the  filing  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $510,  the  order  providing 
that  the  oysters  should  be  placed  and  permitted  to  remain  until  after  the  trial 
of  the  action,  not  to  exceed  two  months,  in  an  oyster  bed  leased  by  claimant 
at  Princess  Bay,  Richmond  County,  N.  Y.,  and  that  the  amount  of  the  bond 
should  be  paid  to  the  United  States  in  the  event  a final  decree  of  condemnation 
should  be  entered. 

On  March  6,  1916,  the  ease  came  on  for  trial  before  the  court  and  a jury, 
and,  after  the  submission  of  evidence  and  arguments  by  counsel,  the  following 
charge  was  delivered  on  March  16,  1916,  to  the  jury  by  the  court  (Hand,  D.  J.)  : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Jury : I will  first,  before  beginning  a more  general  dis- 
cussion of  the  case,  charge  certain  propositions  requested  by  the  counsel  for 
the  defendants.  In  order  to  consider  the  conclusions  of  the  Government  ex- 
perts, the  jury  must  first  find  that  the  Government  has  proved  all  the  facts 
submitted  to  its  experts  in  its  behalf,  because  otherwise,  the  conclusion  of  the 
Government  experts  would  be  based  upon  an  incorrect  premise.  I charge  that 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  opinion  of  the  Government  experts,  expressed  in 
answer  to  the  hypothetical  question. 

If  the  jury  shall  find  that  any  facts  alleged  in  the  Government’s  hypothetical 
question  have  not  been  established  by  a preponderance  of  evidence,  then  the 
jury  must  not  consider  either  the  conclusions  nor  the  evidence  of  the  Govern- 
ment experts  in  answer  to  the  hypothetical  question,  in  arriving  at  its  verdict. 
If  the  jury  shall  find  the  testimony  of  Professor  Gorham  and  other  Government 
experts  is  based  upon  any  fact  that  the  Government  does  not  prove  by  a pre- 
ponderance of  evidence,  then  the  jury  shall  in  arriving  at  its  verdict  disregard 
the  testimony  of  these  experts  as  to  such  matters.  You  are  not  bound  to  accept 
the  scoring  system,  but  you  must  pass  on  the  question  of  whether  or  not  filth 
was  or  was  not  present  in  a substantial  amount.  If  you  find  it  was  not,  you 
must  find  for  tlie  claimant.  You  must  give  the  same  weight  to  the  testimony 
of  the  experts  testifying  for  the  defendants  as  to  that  of  the  experts  appearing 
for  the  Government,  if  you  find  that  they  have  equal  qualifications.  The  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  has  no  right  or  authority  to  condemn  oyster 
beds  or  prohibit  their  use  for  growing  oysters  for  shipment  in  interstate  com- 
merce or  otherwise. 

If  you  find  that  sewage  in  fact  did  not  reach  these  particular  oyster  beds, 
you  will  disregard  all  testimony  as  to  the  amount  of  sewage  going  into  Jamaica 
Bay.  If  you  find  that  these  oysters  in  fact  did  not  contain  filth  at  the  time 
they  were  seized,  you  will  then  disregard  all  testimony  in  reference  to  Jamaica 
Bay  or  any  other  place  in  which  the  oysters  may  have  been.  There  is  no 
evidence  in  this  case  that  these  oysters  were  unhealthy.  For  that  matter,  the 
question  of  health  is  not  involved  under  this  statute.  The  testimony  of  Dr. 
Parsons  as  to  the  number  of  coli  he  found  in  the  oysters,  is  a statement  of  fact. 
The  statements  of  Miss  Noble  of  the  Board  of  Health  of  the  City  of  New  York 
and  the  representative  of  the  Lederle  Laboratory  as  to  the  number  of  coli 
that  they  found  in  the  oysters,  are  also  statements  of  fact,  but  the  inference 
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that  experts  draw  from  these  statements  of  fact  are  opinions,  which  you  can 
accept  or  reject.  There  is  no  legal  standard  of  50  for  oysters,  and  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  has  no  right  or  authority  to  accept  such  a 
standard.  If  you  find  that  the  testimony  of  Miss  Noble  of  the  Department  of 
Health  of  New  York  City,  and  of  the  representative  of  the  Lederle  Laboratories 
ns  to  the  coli  test  is  untrue,  you  must  then  consider  whether  or  not  there  was 
filth  present  in  a substantial  amount,  and  if  you  find  there  was  not,  you  must 
find  for  the  claimant. 

You  must  remember  that  Miss  Noble  of  the  Department  of  Health  of  the  City 
of  New  York  was  an  uninterested  witness.  Therefore,  give  due  weight  to  her 
testimony,  if  you  believe  it  to  be  true. 

In  charging  these  facts  which  have  been  requested  by  defendant’s  counsel 
in  regard  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  I don’t  mean  to  say  that  they  are 
not  right  in  taking  certain  stands  in  the  matter  which  they  have,  as  to  a fifty 
count,  or  anything  else,  which  they  deem  proper  and  in  conformity  with  the  law. 
All  I mean  to  charge  you  is,  and  all  I imagine  that  defendant's  counsel  asks 
me  to  charge  is,  that  any  pronouncement  in  that  regard  by  them  is  not  binding 
on  this  Court  here ; that  the  question  you  will  have  to  determine  is  whether 
in  fact  there  was  a substantial  amount  of  filth  in  these  oysters. 

I decline  to  charge  the  other  requests,  and  I have  marked  them,  Mr.  Carlin ; 
they  will  appear  on  those  pages. 

Mr.  Carlin.  Thank  you. 

The  Court.  Now,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  this  question  before  you  here  is  a 
question  arising  under  the  Food  & Drug  law,  as  it  is  commonly  called.  It  is  not 
a question  of  health,  as  submitted  to  us  here.  It  is  purely  a question  of  whether 
these  oysters,  these  408  bushels  of  oysters,  which  were  libelled  by  the  Govern- 
ment, were  filthy  within  the  meaning  of  the  Pure  Food  Act. 

This  is  a case,  as  the  Government  views  it,  that  is  of  importance  to  the  Gov- 
ernment and  importance  to  the  public.  You  would  realize  that  from  the  number 
of  experts  that  have  [been]  called,  and  the  amount  of  attention  they  have  given 
to  it.  It  is  also  a case  which  is  of  great  importance  to  the  oyster  growers  who 
maintain  that  industry  at  Jamaica  Bay.  These  considerations,  however,  can 
have  no  place  here  in  your  deliberations,  except  in  a single  respect  in  which 
they  must  affect  any  man  who  has  a part  in  this  proceeding,  and  that  is  that 
it  undoubtedly  fills  you.  as  it  does  me,  with  an  added  sense  of  responsibility  in 
dealing  with  the  question. 

But  the  only  question  for  you  to  consider  is  the  somewhat  narrow,  legal 
question,  as  to  whether  the  408  bushels  of  oysters  were  filthy  or  not  at  the 
time  they  were  seized  by  the  Government.  You  gentlemen  are  the  sole  judges 
of  the  facts  in  this  case.  You  are  to  take  the  law  as  laid  down  by  me.  If 
I indicate,  or  have  appeared  to  indicate  at  any  time  during  the  trial  that  I 
had  any  opinions  in  regard  to  the  facts,  you  are  entirely  at  liberty  to  disregard 
it,  because  you  are  the  sole  and  absolute  judges  of  the  facts  in  this  case. 

In  the  first  place,  what  is  filth?  What  does  it  mean?  I think  that  both 
counsel  in  this  case  would  take  the  dictionary  definition  which  I think  Mr. 
Barnes  gave  in  his  summing  up,  nasty,  foul,  or  dirty.  It  has  no  technical  sig- 
nificance. It  has  a practical  significance. 

I also  charge  you,  that  for  these  oysters  to  be  regarded  and  held  by  you  as 
filthy,  the  filth  or  degree  of  filth,  must  be  substantial.  In  saying  that  I do  not 
necessarily  mean  to  indicate  that  filth  which  is  microscopic  so  far  as  obser- 
vation goes,  that  is  so  small  in  quantity  that  you  cannot  see  it  with  the  naked 
eye,  may  not  be  substantial  in  amount.  Under  all  the  circumstances,  if  you 
should  find  that  a substantial  portion  of  human  excrement  was  in  these 
oysters,  you  may  find  that  they  were  filthy  to  a substantial  extent,  even  though 
tiie  filth  was  present  to  a degree  that  can  be  only  observed  under  a microscope. 
It  is  for  you  to  say,  gentlemen,  under  all  the  circumstances,  taking  into  account 
the  character  of  the  product  and  the  character  of  the  filth,  if  you  find  any, 
^whether  or  not  these  oysters  were  filthy  to  a substantial  degree. 

It  is  for  the  Government  to  prove  by  the  preponderance  of  evidence  that 
these  oysters  were  filthy  to  a substantial  degree,  and  if  you  find  that  they 
have  failed  to  do  that,  if  after  considering  all  the  evidence  you  are  in  doubt, 
then  it  is  your  duty  to  find  for  the  defendant. 

Some  of  the  experts,  gentlemen,  say  the  tests  are  unreliable.  Some  say  they 
could  not  give  an  opinion  unless  they  knew  whether  the  beds  were  in  a place 
likely  to  be  polluted.  Others  say  the  presence  of  B.  coli  alone  in  large  scores 
indicates  the  presence  of  sewage  and  other  animal  excrement.  Some  say 
Jamaica  Bay  Mas  polluted.  Others  that  it  M*as  not.  The  testimony  of  Mr. 
Parsons  gives  high  scores,  that  of  Miss  Noble,  examining  for  the  City  of  NeAV 
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York,  low  scores;  that  of  the  Lederle  Laboratories,  low  scores;  that  of 
Schwartz,  low  scores.  Are  the  tests  correct?  Were  the  oysters  submitted  genu- 
ine? In  other  words,  were  they  fair  specimens  and  fair  tests'  in  these  different 
scores?  You  must  analyze  all  the  evidence  and  discover  the  truth.  It  is  for 
you  gentlemen  to  do  the  hard  work  of  deciding  when  doctors  disagree.  You 
may  consider  the  amount  of  sewage  poured  into  Jamaica  Bay,  the  testimony 
of  the  experts  who  say  it  reaches  the  beds,  the  testimony  of  those  who  say  it 
never  could  have  reached  the  beds,  or  if  so,  only  when  dead  and  mineralized. 
All  these  facts  are  for  your  consideration.  You  have  heard  a vast  amount  of 
testimony,  a vast  amount  of  very  novel  and  very  interesting  testimony.  You 
heard  the  argument  and  conflict  of  the  experts,  and  you  have  heard  all  the  facts, 
and  it  all  boils  down  to  the  very  simple  proposition  of  law,  for  you  to  determine 
upon  these  facts  whether  these  oysters  were  substantially  filthy  or  not. 

There  is  one  other  thing  which  I have  not  mentioned : Certain  oysters  were 
examined,  other  oysters  were  not  examined.  The  oysters  examined,  were,  of 
course,  very  fewT  as  compared  with  the  large  bulk  of  408  bushels  of  oysters. 
If  you  condemn  the  other  oysters,  which  have  not  been  tested  here  at  all, 
that  is,  individually,  specifically,  you  will  have  to  find,  of  course,  in  the  first 
place,  that  there  was  substantial  filth  in  the  oysters  that  were  examined ; in 
the  second  place  that  those  were  fair  specimens,  so  that  the  other  portion  of 
the  408  bushels  were  similar,  and  would  be  properly  condemned  with  those 
that  were  actually  found  to  contain  excrement.  So  the  question  is  first  whether 
any  of  these  oysters  were  filthy  to  a substantial  degree.  If  you  find  the  oysters 
actually  examined  were  filthy,  to  a substantial  degree,  and  that  is  the  result 
of  your  finding,  and  you  find  there  is  a preponderance  of  evidence  to  that 
effect,  then  those  would  be  condemned.  __  If  you  find  they  were  fair  samples  of 
the  rest,  then  you  would  condemn  the  rest. 

I hope,  and  I believe  I am  perfectly  clear.  It  is  a narrow  question  to  be 
determined,  and  involves  the  consideration  of  a large  amount  of  conflicting 
evidence,  and  that,  gentleman,  if  [is]  your  province. 

Mr.  Baknes.  Will  your  Honor  allow  me  an  exception?  I think  very  likely 
your  Honor  did  not  intend  to  charge — I except  to  your  Honor's  charge  that  the 
jury  must  give  the  same  weight  to  the  testimony  of  experts  for  the  defense  as 
to  that  of  the  experts  testifying  for  the  Government,  if  you  find  they  have 
equal  qualifications. 

The  Court.  I mean  by  qualifications,  Mr.  Barnes,  qualifications  in  all  senses, 
as  to  ability  and  reliability,  truthfulness  and  experience. 

Mr.  Barnes.  That  is  all  I want  your  Honor  to  charge,  that  the  question 
of  credibility  of  witnesses  is  exclusively  for  the  jury. 

The  Court.  It  is  exclusively  for  the  jury. 

Mr.  Barnes.  I will  read  another  request : There  is  no  evidence  in  the  case 
that  Mr.  Holborow,  a city  official,  did  not  deliver  the  samples  just  as  he  took 
them,  and  in  the  absence  of  evidence  to  that  effect  you  must  accept  his  testi- 
mony, unless  you  say  he  is  unworthy  of  belief. 

The  Court.  I so  charge. 

Mr.  Barnes.  I except. 

Mr.  Carlin.  I respectfully  ask  your  Honor  to  charge  that  if  the  jury  finds 
that  samples  from  this  shipload  of  oysters  scored  under  fifty,  they  must  find 
for  the  claimant  upon  all  the  evidence. 

The  Court.  I decline  so  to  charge. 

Mr.  Carlin.  Exception. 

The  Court.  The  question  as  to  what  is  a substantial  degree  of  filth  here,  is 
one  for  the  jury. 

Mr.  Carlin.  I except. 

The  Court.  You  may  retire. 

The  jury  thereupon  retired,  and,  after  due  deliberation,  returned  into  court 
with  a verdict  favorable  to  the  United  States. 

Thereafter,  on  March  22,  1916,  a decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered  and  the  merchandise  condemned,  having  theretofore  by  order  of  the 
court  been  delivered  to  said  claimant  under  the  stipulation  for  value  in  the 
sum  of  $510  referred  to  above,  and  the  costs  having  been  taxed  at  the  sum  of 
$75.15,  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  United  States  recover  of  the  claim- 
ant the  value  of  the  merchandise,  as  stipulated,  together  with  the  costs  of  the 
proceedings,  making  in  all  the  sum  of  $585.15. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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41)23.  Adulteration  of  riee.  U.  §.  * * * v.  418  §acks  of  Rice.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released 
on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7040.  I.  S.  No.  12G63-1.  S.  No.  C-389.) 

On  November  17,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  418  sacks  of  rice,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
Ly  Goble  Jiminez,  San  Juan,  P.  R.,  on  November  7,  1915,  and  transported  from 
the  island  of  Porto  Rico  into  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adultera- 
tion, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled : “ Con- 
taminated rice  N.  O.  Held  N.  Y.  San  Juan.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance,  and  that  the 
same  was  unfit  for  food. 

On  February  23,  1916,  A.  Held,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having  filed  its 
[his]  answer,  admitting  the  allegations  in  the  libel  and  consenting  to  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  should  be  delivered  to  the  said  claimant  upon  the 
payment  of  all  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bond  in  the  sum 
of  $1,000,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act.  The  decree  recited  that  the 
product  should  be  delivered  to  the  said  claimant  for  the  sole  purpose  of  putting 
the  rice  through  a process  of  cleaning  in  the  presence  of  the  food  inspector 
of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  and  that  representative  samples  of  the  re- 
processed rice  should  be  furnished  to  said  inspector  to  be  passed  upon  by  the 
Department  of  Agriculture  to  ascertain  and  determine  whether  or  not  the 
article,  or  any  part  thereof,  would  then  be  suitable  for  human  food,  and  with 
the  further  condition  that  if  upon  the  cleaning  of  the  rice  the  same  be  found 
by  the  department  to  be  unfit  for  human  or  animal  food,  that  the  same  should 
be  delivered  to  the  marshal  of  the  Eastern  District  of  Louisiana  to  be  destroyed 
by  him. 


R,  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4934.  Adulteration  of  lentils.  U.  S.  * * * v.  85  Bags  of  bentils.  Consent 
decree  ordering  destruction  of  portion  of  product  and  release  of 
balance  under  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7041.  I.  S.  Nos.  11781-1,  11782-1, 
10487-1,  10488-1,  11419-1.  S.  No.  C-390.) 

On  November  17,  1915,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  85  bags,  each  containing  approximately  100  pounds,  of 
lentils,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  14,  1915,  by 
the  Ignatius  Gross  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
New  York  into  the  State  of  Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  product  was  adulter- 
ated for  the  reason  that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  [and] 
putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance. 

On  May  4,  1916,  the  said  Ignatius  Gross  Co.  having  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a decree,  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  should  be  delivered 
to  said  claimant  company  which  should  have  leave,  under  the  superintendence, 
control,  or  direction  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  recondition  the  article 
and  to  remove  therefrom  such  portion  as  might  be  unfit  for  human  consumption  ; 
that  such  part  of  the  lentils  as  might  be  separated  from  the  mass  and  found 
by  the  officers  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  to  be  fit  for  human  consump- 
tion the  said  claimant  should  have  leave  to  sell  to  be  used  as  food ; and  that 
so  much  of  the  article  as  should  prove  unfit  for  human  consumption  should, 
under  the  direction  of  the  officers  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  be  duly 
destroyed.  It  was  further  provided  that  the  officers  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  should  have  the  sole  determination  respecting  the  portion  of  the 
article,  if  any,  which  might  be  deemed  fit  for  human  consumption,  and  further 
that  the  claimant  company  should  pay  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  give 
bond  in  the  sum  of  $500,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act,  conditioned 
for  the  faithful  performance  of  the  terms  of  the  decree. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4925.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  S.  * * * v.  100  Cans  of  Oysters.  De- 

fault decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D. 

No.  7046.  S.  No.  E— 476.) 

Gn  November  5,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecti- 
cut, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condem- 
nation of  100  cans  of  oysters,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  New  Haven,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  delivered  by 
Charles  E.  Hamilton,  New  Haven,  Conn.,  on  or  about  November  6,  1915,  for 
shipment  from  the  State  of  Connecticut  into  another  State  or  Territory,  and 
charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted, in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  animal  substance 
at  the  time  of  its  delivery  for  shipment  as  aforesaid. 

On  February  9,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

K.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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492 G.  Misbraiiding  of  “ California  Tuna  Tonic  Tablets.”  U.  S.  . * * * v. 

California  Good  Health  Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine, 
$25.  (F.  & D.  No.  7054.  I.  S.  No.  9256-e.) 

On  March  22,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
California  Good  Health  Co.,  a corporation,  Louisville,  Ky.,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or 
about  May  8,  1913,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky  into  the  State  of  Washington,  of 
a quantity  of  an  article,  labeled  in  part,  (On  wrapper)  “California  (Trade 
Mark.)  Tuna  Tonic  Tablets,”  which  was  misbranded.  , 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment, showed  that  the  preparation  is  a coated  pill  containing  essentially 
ferrous  carbonate  with  a small  quantity  of  nux  vomica  alkaloids. 

It  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  misbranded 
for  the  reason  that  certain  statements  included  in  the  circular  or  pamphlet 
accompanying  the  article  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy 
for  nervous  prostration,  swelling  of  the  feet  and  limbs,  spinal  affections, 
rheumatism,  sciatica,  partial  paralysis,  insanity,  St.  Vitus  dance,  scrofula, 
catarrh,  consumption,  leucorrhoea,  tardy  or  irregular  periods,  and  la  grippe, 
and  as  a remedy  for  the  relief  of  all  irregularities  and  suppressions,  for  all 
diseases  of  the  nervous  system,  and  effective  for  giving  a healthy  action  to  the 
heart,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  June  22,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  nf  $25. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4927.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S.  * * * v.  50  Cases  * * * 

of  Evaporated  Apples,  Product  ordered  released  on  bond,  (F.  & D. 

No.  7060.  I.  S.  No.  10913-1.  S.  No.  C-393.) 

On  November  24,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Mississippi,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  50  cases,  each  containing  48  cartons,  of  evaporated  apples, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Gulfport,  Miss.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  13,  1915,  by  Hartmann  & 
Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the 
State  of  Mississippi,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  cartons  were  labeled  in  part : “ Our  best  brand  fancy  evapo- 
rated apples  packed  by  Hartmann  and  Company,  Rochester,  N.  Y.” 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulterated 
in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto,  and  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce  and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and  strength 
of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had 
been  substituted  in  part  for  evaporated  apples  and  had  been  added  thereto  and 
mixed  therewith. 

On  January  1,  1916,  the  said  Hartmann  & Co.,  claimant,  having  filed  its  claim 
for  the  seized  goods,  praying  for  the  release  of  the  same,  and  it  appearing  to 
the  court  that  the  article  might  be  renovated  and  relabeled  and  used  as  food 
without  violation  of  the  law,  it  was  ordered  that  the  property  should  be  released 
and  delivered  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceeding  and 
the  execution  of  a good  and  sufficient  bond,  conditioned  that  the  article  should 
not  be  used,  sold,  or  disposed  of  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  of 
the  State  of  Mississippi. 


R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
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4® 28.  Adulteration  of  chestnuts.  U.  S.  * * * v.  lO  Bags  * * * of  Client— 

nnts.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (F.  & D.  No.  7064.  I.  S.  No.  1627-1.  S.  No.  E-464.) 

On  November  3,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  10  bags,  more  or  less,  each  containing  approximately  60  pounds, 
of  chestnuts,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Henderson-Lintiiicum  & Co., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  transported  from  the  state  of  Maryland  into  the  state  of 
Pennsylvania,  the  shipment  having  been  received  on  or  about  November  1,  1915, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted, in  whole  or  in  part,  of  filthy,  decomposed,  nr  putrid  vegetable  substance, 
more  than  40  per  cent  of  the  chestnuts  being  wormy  or  moldy. 

On  June  24,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4929.  Misbranding:  of  “Alorine  Antiseptic  Suppository.”  U.  S.  * * * v. 

Henry  E.  Cnrrey,  trading-  as  Live  and  Let  Live  Drag-  Co.  Plea  of 
guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  7072.  I.  S.  No.  8166-h.) 

On  April  5,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Henry  E.  Currey, 
trading  as  Live  and  Let  Live  Drug  Co.,  Baker,  Oreg.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or 
about  April  30,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of  Washington, 
of  a quantity  of  an  article  called  “Alorine  Antiseptic  Suppository,”  which  was 
misbranded.  The  circular  or  pamphlet  accompanying  the  article  contained, 
among  other  things,  the  following : “Alorine  Antiseptic  Suppository.  * * * ” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  it  to  be  a cacao-butter  suppository  carrying  quinine  sul- 
phate, boric  acid,  and  tannic  acid.  Zinc,  silver,  and  aluminum  salts  were 
absent.  Phenol  and  berberine  were  not  detected. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  following  statements  regarding  the  therapeutic  or  curative  effects  thereof, 
included  in  the  circular  or  pamphlet  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “Alorine  Antiseptic 
Suppository.  * *•  * A prompt  and  effectual  Relief  for  Leucorrhoea,  * * * 

Tumors,  Polypus,  Profuse  and  Difficult  Menstruation,  Laceration  of  Cervix, 
Gonorrhoea,  Falling  of  the  Womb,  and  all  Female  complaints  in  General.  A 
remedy  of  great  medicinal  value;  and  has  been  used  in  hundreds  of  the  most 
severe  cases,  producing  instant  relief,  followed  by  a speedy  cure.  * * * Im- 

portant. The  suppositories  are  a positive  preventative  and  protection  from 
Venereal  Diseases  * * were  applied  to  the  article  knowingly  and  in 

reckless  and  wanton  disregard  of  their  truth  or  falsity  so  as  to  represent 
falsely  and  fraudulently  to  the  purchasers  thereof,  and  create  in  the  minds  of 
purchasers  thereof,  the  impression  and  belief  that  it  was,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
composed  of,  or  contained,  ingredients  or  medicinal  agents,  effective,  among 
other  things,  for  the  relief  and  cure  of  leucorrhoea,  tumors,  polypus,  profuse 
and  difficult  menstruation,  laceration  of  cervix,  gonorrhoea,  falling  of  the  womb, 
and  all  female  complaints  in  general,  and  effective  as  a positive  preventive  and 
protection  from  venereal  diseases,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  in  whole 
or  in  part  composed  of,  and  did  not  contain  such  ingredients  or  medicinal 
agents. 

On  April  21,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 


R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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40,*i0.  Adulteration  asid  misbranding  of  vinegar.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Wallace 

Vinegar  Co.,  a corporation.  Flea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D. 

No.  7083.  I.  S.  Nos.  12083-k,  12586-k,  12587-k,  12578-k.) 

On  or  about  March  27,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney,  for  the  Western  Dis- 
trict of  Kentucky,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information 
against  the  Wallace  Vinegar  Co.,  a corporation,  Paducah,  Ky.,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
November  2,  1914,  September  16,  1914,  and  January  21,  1915  (two  shipments), 
from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  of  quantities  of  vine- 
gar, which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  These  vinegars  were  variously 
labeled:  “ Wallace  Vinegar  Co.  Elko  Brand  Apple  Vinegar  Reduced  by  Water  to 
4%  Strength  47  Gals  (or  49  Gals.)  Distributors  Paducah,  Ky.”  “ Brocton 
Fruit  Product  Co.  Baldwin  Brand  Apple  Vinegar  Reduced  by  Water  to  4% 
Strength.  48  Gals.  Distributors  Brocton,  New  York.”  “ 48  Wagner  Grocery 
Co.  Brocton  Brand  Pure  Apple  Vinegar  Diluted  to  4%  Acid  Strength.  Dis- 
tributors. Memphis,  Tenn.” 

Analysis  of  samples  of  these  vinegars  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 


department,  showed  the  following  results : 

Elko  Brand  (Shipment  September  16,  1914)  : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 0.40 

Solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.01 

Nonsugar  solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.  66 

Reducing  sugar,  after  evap.  as  invert  (grams  per  100  cc)_  0.  35 

Glycerin  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.11 

Ash  (grams  per  100  cc) 0. 15 

Total  acid  as  acetic  (grams  per  100  cc) 4.  04 

Elko  Brand  (Shipment  November  2,  1914)  : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  •volume) 2.05 

Solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.  50 

Nonsugar  solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 1. 13 

Reducing  sugar  after  evap.  as  invert  ( grams  per  100  cc ) _ 0.  37 

Glycerin  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.16 

Ash  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.26 

Total  acid  as  acetic  (grams  per  100  cc) 4. 17 

Baldwin  Brand  (Shipment  January  21,  1915)  : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 0.  38 

Solids,  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.  52 

Nonsugar  solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.09 

Reducing  sugar  after  evap.  as  invert  (grams  per  100  cc)_  0.  43 

Glycerin  (grams  per  100  cc) 0. 11 

Ash  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.21 

Total  acid  as  acetic  (grams  per  100  cc) 4.41 

Brocton  Brand  (Shipment  January  21,  1915)  : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) ; 0.  51 

Solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.54 

Nonsugar  solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.  07 

Reducing  sugar  after  evap.  as  invert  ( grams  per  100  ce ) _ 0.  47 

Glycerin  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.10 

Ash  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.22 

Total  acid  as  acetic  (grams  per  100  cc) 4.  38 


These  analyses  show  that  either  dilute  acetic  acid  or  distilled 
vinegar  had  been  added  in  material  proportions  in  each  case. 
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Adulteration  of  the  vinegar  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  in  each  case  dilute  acetic  acid  or  distilled  vinegar  had  been  mixed  and 
packed  with  the  article  so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  qual- 
ity and  strength,  and  had  been  substituted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  for  apple 
vinegar,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  following  statements  regard- 
ing the  article  in  each  case  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained 
therein,  appearing  on  the  labels  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “Apple  vinegar  reduced  by 
water  to  4 per  cent  strength  ” and  “ apple  vinegar  diluted  to  4 per  cent  acid 
strength  ” were  false  and  misleading  in  that  they  indicated  to  purchasers  thereof 
that  the  article  consisted  wholly  of  apple  vinegar  reduced  to  4 per  cent  acid 
strength  by  the  addition  of  water,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  “Apple  vinegar  reduced  by  water  to  4 per  cent  strength  ” and  “ apple 
vinegar  diluted  to  4 per  cent  acid  strength  ”,  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  pur- 
chasers into  the  belief  that  it  consisted  wholly  of  apple  vinegar,  reduced  to  4 per 
cent  acid  strength  by  the  addition  of  water,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did 
not  consist  wholly  of  apple  vinegar  reduced  to  4 per  cent  acid  strength  by  the 
addition  of  water,  but  did  consist  of,  to  wit,  a mixture  of  apple  vinegar  and 
dilute  acetic  acid  or  distilled  vinegar  reduced  to  about  4 per  cent  acid  strength. 
Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  a mixture 
of  apple  vinegar  and  dilute  acetic  acid  or  distilled  vinegar,  and  was  an  imitation 
of  and  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  distinctive  name  of  another  article,  to  wit, 
apple  vinegar. 

On  April  17,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty,  and  the 
court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 


K.  A.  Peakson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4931.  Adailteriitioia  of  oysters.  U.  S.  * * * v.  4 Tubs  of  Oysters.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  ami  destnietiou.  (F.  & D.  No. 
7086.  L S.  No.  .2619-1.  S.  No.  E-483.) 

On  November  9,  1915.  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  4 tubs  of  oysters,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  Watertown,  N.  Y„  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped,  on  or  about  November  6,  1915,  by  Cliarles  E.  Hamilton,  New  Haven, 
Conn.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Connecticut  into  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  tbe  effect  that  tbe  oysters  were  adulter- 
ated. in  that  they  were  taken  from  polluted  waters,  and  were  filthy  and  unfit 
for  human  food. 

On  December  7,  1915,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

B.  A.  Peaeson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4f>32.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S«  * * * v.  15  Cases  of 
Evaporated  Apples.  Default  deeree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7093.  I.  S.  No.  11025-1.  S.  No.  C-401.) 

On  December  3,  1915.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  15  cases,  each  containing  48  cartons,  of  evaporated  apples, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Shreveport,  La.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  14,  1915,  by  Hartmann  & 
Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New%  York  into  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  retail  cartons  were  labeled  in  part : “ York  State  Brand 
Evaporated  Apples.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
tained a substance,  to  wit,  moisture,  which  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength, 
and  which  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said  article,  in  that  said  article 
contained  32.2  per  cent  of  moisture,  whereas  good  commercial  evaporated 
apples,  as  the  term  is  understood  by  the  trade  and  the  public,  should  not 
contain  more  than  27  per  cent  of  moisture.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  article  consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decom- 
posed, and  putrid  vegetable  substance  in  that  the  apples  were  moldy  and 
fermented  on  account  of  the  excessive  moisture  therein  contained. 

On  May  27,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Peakson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4933.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  acid  aeetylo  salicylic  tablets. 

U.  S.  * * * v.  20  Cartons  of  * * * Tablets  of  Acid  Aeetylo  Sali- 

cylic. Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruc- 
tion. (P.  & D.  No.  7097.  I.  S.  No.  11639-1.  S.  No.  C-402.) 

On  December  4,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  20  cartons,  each  containing  500  five-grain  tablets,  of  so-called 
acid  aeetylo  salicylic,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at 
New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about  Sep- 
tember 25,  1915,  by  Bernhard  Zar,  Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  Tennessee  into  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  and 
misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled : 
“ 500  Five  grain  tablets  acid  aeetylo  salicylic.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  the 
strength  of  the  said  so-called  tablets  fel-l  below  the  professed  standard  and 
quality  under  which  they  were  sold,  and  in  that  they  did  not  contain  5 grains 
of  acid  aeetylo  salicylic. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  tablets  were  in  imitation  of 
and  were  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  article,  that  is  to  say, 
said  tablets  were  in  imitation  of  and  were  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of 
5-grain  tablets  of  acid  aeetylo  salicylic,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  they 
were  not  5-grain  tablets  of  acid  aeetylo  salicylic.  Misbranding  was  alleged 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  tablets  were  contained  in  packages  with  labels 
thereon,  which  labels  bore  statements  regarding  the  tablets  and  the  ingredients 
and  substances  contained  therein  which  were  false  and  misleading,  that  is  to 
say,  the  said  labels  bore  statements  that  the  tablets  were  5-grain  tablets  of 
acid  aeetylo  salicylic,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  packages  did  not 
contain  5-grain  tablets  of  acid  aeetylo  salicylic. 

On  May  4,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 


It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4934.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  evaporated  apples.  I . S.  * * * 
v.  15  Cases  of  Evaporated  Apples.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  Till.  I.  S.  No.  11029-1. 
S.  No.  C— 410.) 

On  December  11,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the*seizure  and 
condemnation  of  15  cases,  each  containing  48  cartons,  of  evaporated  apples, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Shreveport,  La.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  14,  1915,  by  Hartmann 
& Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into 
the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  retail  packages  were  labeled : “ Our 
Best  Brand  Fancy  Evaporated  Apples  Weight  of  Package  14  Oz  net  when 
packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
contained  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and  strength  of 
the  article  and  which  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said  article,  in  that 
said  article  contained  31.92  per  cent  of  moisture,  whereas  good  commercial 
evaporated  apples,  as  the  term  is  understood  by  the  trade  and  the  public, 
should  not  contain  more  than  27  per  cent  of  moisture.  Adulteration  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  consisted  in  part  of  a decom- 
posed vegetable  substance  and  was  sour  and  moldy  on  account  of  the  excessive 
water  therein  contained. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  in  package 
form,  and  the  real  and  exact  quantity  of  the  contents  thereof  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages  in  terms  of  weight, 
there  being  an  average  shortage  of  7.28  per  cent  of  evaporated  apples  in  the 
packages  which,  according  to  the  labels  thereon,  were  marked  as  containing 
14  ounces  net,  when  packed,  and  were,  therefore,  misbranded  in  that  they  failed 
to  bear  a correct  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents  therein,  the  con- 
tents of  the  packages  being  less  than  the  quantity  shown  by  said  label. 

On  May  27,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4035.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S.  * * * 

v.  50  Cases  of  Evaporated  Apples.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and.  destruction.  (F.  & D,  No.  7114.  I.  S.  No.  11032-1. 
S.  No.  C-411.) 

On  December  13,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  50  cases,  each  containing  48  packages,  of  evaported  apples, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Shreveport,  La.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about  October  14,  1915,  by  Hartmann  & 
Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  retail  packages  were  labeled : “ Corona  Brand 
Fancy  Evaporated  Apples,  weight  of  Package  Fourteen  Oz  Net  When  Packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
tained a substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith, 
so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and  strength  thereof, 
and  which  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said  article,  in  that  the  said 
article  contained  31.45  per  cent  of  moisture,  whereas  good  commercial  evapo- 
rated apples,  as  the  term  is  understood  by  the  trade  and  the  public,  should  not 
contain  more  than  27  per  cent  of  moisture. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  in  package 
form,  and  the  correct  quantity  of  the  contents  thereof  was  not  plainly  and  con- 
spicuously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages  in  terms  of  weight,  there 
being  an  average  shortage  of  7.58  per  cent  of  evaporated  apples  in  the  packages 
which,  according  to  the  labels  thereon,  were  marked  as  containing  14  ounces  net 
when  packed,  and  were,  therefore,  misbranded  in  that  they  failed  to  bear  a 
correct  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents  therein,  the  contents  of  the 
packages  being  less  than  the  quantity  shown  by  said  label. 

On  May  27,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4936.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  evaporated  apples.  IT.  S.  * * * 

v.  15  Cases  of  Evaporated  Apples.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7115.  I.  S.  No.  11033—1. 
S.  No.  C-412.) 

On  December  13,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  15  cases,  each  containing  48  packages,  of  evaporated  apples, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Shreveport,  La.,  alleg- 
ing that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about  October  14,  1915,  by  Hart- 
mann & Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York  into 
the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  retail  packages  were  labeled ; “ Gold  Ribbon 
Brand  Choice  Evaporated  Apples,  Weight  of  package  Fourteen  Oz  Net  When 
Packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
contained  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and  strength 
thereof,  and  which  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said  article,  in  that  the 
said  article  contained  31.75  per  cent  of  moisture,  whereas  good  commercial 
evaporated  apples,  as  the  term  is  understood  by  the  trade  and  the  public, 
should  not  contain  more  than  27  per  cent  of  moisture.  Adulteration  was  alleged 
for  the  further  information  that  the  article  consisted  in  part  of  a decomposed 
vegetable  substance  and  was  sour  and  moldy  on  account  of  the  excessive  water 
therein  contained. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  in  package  form 
and  the  correct  quantity  of  the  contents  thereof  was  not  plainly  and  con- 
spicuously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages  in  terms  of  weight,  there 
being  an  average  shortage  of  7.32  per  cent  of  evaporated  apples  in  the  packages 
which,  according  to  the  labels  thereon,  were  marked  as  containing  14  ounces 
net  when  packed,  and  were  therefore,  misbranded  in  that  they  failed  to  bear  a 
correct  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents  therein,  the  contents  of  the 
packages  being  less  than  the  quantity  shown  by  the  said  label. 

On  May  27,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4037.  Adulteration,  and  misbranding;  of  evaporated  apples.  IT.  S.  * * * 

v.  35  Cases  of  Evaporated  Apples.  Default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7116.  I.  S.  No.  11064-1. 
S.  No.  C— 413.) 

On.  December  18,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 

of  Louisiana,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in 

the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  35  cases,  each  containing  48  packages,  of  evaporated 
apples,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Shreveport,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about  October  14,  1915,  by 

Hartmann  & Co.,  Rochester,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New 

York  into  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  Tlie  retail  packages  were  labeled : 
“ Liberty  Brand  Baldwin  Evaporated  Apples,  Weight  of  Package  Fourteen  Oz 
Net  when  Packed.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
contained  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  which  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and  strength 
thereof,  and  which  had  been  substituted  in  part  for  the  said  article,  in  that  the 
said  article  contained  31.42  per  cent  of  moisture,  whereas  good  commercial 
evaporated  apples,  as  the  term  is  understood  by  the  trade  and  the  public,  should 
not  contain  more  than  27  per  cent  of  moisture. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  in  package 
form,  and  the  correct  quantity  of  the  contents  thereof  was  not  plainly  and  con- 
spicuously marked  on  the  outside  of  the  packages  in  terms  of  weight,  there 
being  an  average  shortage  of  6.78  per  cent  of  evaporated  apples  in  the  pack- 
ages which,  according  to  the  labels  thereon,  were  marked  as  containing  14 
ounces  net  when  packed,  and  were,  therefore,  misbranded  in  that  they  failed 
to  bear  a correct  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents  therein,  the  contents 
of  the  packages  being  less  than  the  quantity  shown  by  the  said  label. 

On  May  27,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4938.  Adulteration  of  sardines,  U.  S.  * * * v.  955  Cases  and  45  Cases  of 

Sardines.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product 
ordered  released.  Remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  & D.  No.  7117. 
I.  S.  No.  3722-1.  S.  No.  E-497.) 

On  December  11,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  libels  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  955  cases  and  45  cases  of  sardines,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  Richmond,  Ya.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  by  L.  D.  Clark  & Son,  Eastport,  Me.,  the  955  cases  on  or  about 
December  1,  1915,  and  the  45  cases  on  or  about  December  8.  1915,  and  trans- 
ported from  the  States  of  Maine  and  Massachusetts  into  the  State  of  Virginia, 
and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  product 
in  both  shipments  was  labeled : “ Banquet  Brand  American  Sardines  in  Cotton- 
seed Oil.  Packed  at  Eastport,  Washington  Co.,  Me.,  by  L.  D.  Clark  & Son.  Con- 
tents 34  avoir  ozs.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libels  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  substance. 

On  June  20,  1916,  Andrew  Clark,  trading  as  L.  D.  Clark  & Son,  Eastport,  Me., 
having  filed  his  claim,  and  a stipulation  having  been  entered  into  whereby  he 
consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  marshal  permit  a duly  authorized 
representative  of  tlie  Department  of  Agriculture  of  the  United  States  to  make 
a physical  examination  of  the  product,  and  that  such  of  the  product  as  the 
said  duly  authorized  representative  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  should 
certify  to  be  fit  for  human  consumption  should  be  released  and  delivered  by 
the  marshal  to  the  claimant  aforesaid  upon  payment  of  all  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  that  such  of  the  cases  of  sardines  as  the  said  representative  of 
the  Department  of  Agriculture  should  certify  to  be  unfit  for  human  consumption 
should  be  destroyed  by  the  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4939.  MIsferantfing  of  « St.  Josep&’s  Quick  Relief.”  IN  S.  * * * v.  Cerstle 

Medicine  Co.T  a.  eorporatfon.  Salmsftted  to  IniM'nisUion,  Fine, 
$37.50  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No,  713-1.  I.  S..  No.  126-fc.) 

At  the  April,  1916,  term  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States1  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Tennessee,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  said  court  an  in- 
formation against  the  Gerstle  Medicine  Co.,  a corporation,  Chattanooga,  Tens*., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended,  on  or  about  June  17,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Tennessee  into  the 
State  of  South  Carolina,  of  a quantity  of  “ St.  Joseph’s  Quick  Relief  ” which 
was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (On  bottle)  “ SI.  Joseph’s 
Quick  Relief.  * * The  booklet  accompanying  the  article  contained, 

among  other  things,  the  following : “ St.  Joseph’s  Quick  Relief  is  an  effective 
and  quick  remedy  for  Colic,  Cholera  Morbus,  Dysentery,  Diarrhoea,  Cramps, 
Neuralgia,  Internal  Pains,  Headache,  Toothache,  Earache,  Backache,  and  all 
sudden  and  violent  pains  requiring  prompt  action.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  product  consists  of  a hydroalcoholic  solution  of  Peru 


balsam,  camphor,  and  capsicum. 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 82. 1 

Non-volatile  matter  (grams  per  100  cc) 1..82 

Capsicum : Present. 

Camphor : Present. 

Peru  balsam  (grams  per  100  ee). 1.  41 


Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information,  for  the  reason  that 
the  following  statement  regarding  the  therapeutic  or  curative  effects  thereof, 
appearing  on  the  label  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “ St.  Joseph’s  Quick  Relief  * * * 

For  Headache,  Toothache,  Neuralgia,  Rheumatism,  Cholera  Morbus,  Diarrhoea, 
Colic  * * *”  and  included  in  the  booklet  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “ St.  Joseph’s 

Quick  Relief  is  an  effective  and  quick  remedy  for  Colic,  Cholera  Morbus,  Dysen- 
tery, Diarrhoea  * * * Neuralgia  * * * Headache,  Toothache,  Earache 

* * * and  all  sudden  and  violent  pains  requiring  prompt  action,”  were  false 

and  fraudulent,  in  that  the  same  were  applied  to  the  article  knowingly,  and  in 
reckless  and  wanton  disregard  of  their  truth  or  falsity,  so  as  to  represent 
falsely  and  fraudulently  to  the  purchasers  thereof,  and  create  in  the  minds  of 
purchasers  thereof  the  impression  and  belief,  that  it  was,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
composed  of,  or  contained,  ingredients  or  medicinal  agents  effective,  among 
other  things,  as  a relief  for  headache,  toothache,  neuralgia,  rheumatism,  cholera 
morbus,  diarrhea,  and  colic,  and  as  a remedy  for  colic,  cholera  morbus,  dysen- 
tery, diarrhea,  neuralgia,  headache,  toothache,  ear  ache,  and  all  sudden  and 
violent  pains  requiring  prompt  action,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  composed  of,  and  did  not  contain,  such  ingredients  or 
medicinal  agents. 

On  May  23,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  its  submission  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $37.50  and  costs. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4940.  Misbranding1  of  “ Imperial  Feed.”  U.  S.  * * * v.  Newport  Mill  Co., 

a corporation.  Submitted  to  information.  Fine,  $50  and  costs. 

(F.  & D.  No.  7136.  I.  S.  No.  22503-h.) 

At  the  December,  1915,  term  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Eastern  District  of  Tennessee,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  said  court  an 
information  against  the  Newport  Mill  Co.,  a corporation,  Louden,  Term.,  alleg- 
ing shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or 
about  June  9,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Tennessee  into  the  State  of  South  Caro- 
lina, of  a quantity  of  an  article  labeled  in  part,  “ Imperial  Feed  ”,  which  was 
misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results : 

Ether  extract  (crude  fat)  (percent) 2.72 

Protein  (per  cent) 11.40 


Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information,  for  the  reason 
that  the  following  statement  regarding  it  and  the  ingredients  and  substances 
contained  therein,  appearing  on  the  label  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “ * * * Guar- 
anteed analysis:  Protein  13.00%  * * * fat  4.00%  * * was  false  and 

misleading,  in  that  it  indicated  to  purchasers  thereof  that  the  article  contained 
13  per  cent  protein  and  4 per  cent  of  fat,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it 
was  labeled : “ * * * Guaranteed  analysis : Protein  13.00%  * * * fat 
4.00%,  * * * ” so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers  into  the  belief  that 
it  contained  13  per  cent  of  protein  and  4 per  cent  of  fat,  when,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  did  not,  but  contained  a less  amount  thereof,  to  wit,  11.40  per  cent 
protein  and  2.72  per  cent  of  fat. 

On  June  16,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  its  submission  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4941.  A<1  alteration  -of  sardines.  U.  S.  * * * v.  893  Cases  of  Sardines, 

So-called.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  7141.  I.  S.  No.  2517-1.  S.  No.  E-419.) 

On  December  29,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  393  cases  of  so-called  sardines,  remaining  unsold  in  the  origi- 
nal unbroken  packages  at  Binghamton,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped,  on  or  about  August  28,  1915,  by  the  Blanchard  Manufacturing  and  Can- 
ning Co.,  Eastport,  Me.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maine  into  the  State 
of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Damon  American  Sardines  in  oil,  cotton 
seed  oil.  Packed  by  Blanchard  M’f’g.  and  Canning  Co.,  Eastport,  Maine.” 

The  allegation  in  the  libel  was  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulterated 
for  the  reason  that  it  was  in  part  decomposed. 

On  January  18,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judg- 
ment of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

B.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4942.  Adulteration  of  condensed  milk.  U.  S.  * * * v.  600  Gases  * * * 

of  Condensed  Milfc.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfei- 
ture. Produet  ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7145.  I.  S.  No. 
2052-1.  S.  No.  E— 520.) 

On  December  31,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  hy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  600  cases,  each  containing  48  cans,  of  condensed  milk, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at.  New  York,  N.  Y„  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  transported  from  the  State  of  Louisiana  into  the 
State  of  New  York,  the  shipment  having  been  received  on  or  about  December 
28,  1915,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  animal  sub- 
stance, to  wit,  ropy,  sour,  discolored,  decomposed  condensed  milk. 

On  May  22,  1916,  the  South  Holland  Milk  Corp.,  New  York,  N.  ¥„  claimant, 
having  filed  a stipulation  admitting  the  truth  of  the  allegations  contained 
in  the  libel  and  consenting  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  article  should 
be  redelivered  to  said  claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceed- 
ings and  the  execution  of  bond  in  the  sum  of  $1,500,  conditioned  in  part  that 
said  article  be  shipped  to  York,  Pa.,  and  there  delivered  to  a representative 
of  this  department  to  be  inspected  and  sorted,  and  that  the  portion  of  said 
article  that  was  found  to  be  unfit  for  food  should  be  destroyed  or  denatured, 
and  that  the  balance  should  be  released  to  said  claimant  for  food  purposes. 

It,  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4943,  Misbramdamgr  of  "Andrews’  Wise  of  Life  Root  or  Female  Re^latoi?  99 
and  "Andrews’  Wine  of  t.ife  Root  Annex  Powders.”  U.  S.  * * * V, 

SDraaest  L.  Andrews,  tradiaig;  as  Andrews  Maniii'aetnring  Co.  Sub** 
suitted  to  information.  Fine,  $50  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  7151.  I.  S, 
No.  15053-31.) 

At  the  March,  1916.  term  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Tennessee,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  said  court  an  in- 
formation against  Ernest  L.  Andrews,  trading  as  Andrews  Manufacturing  Co.T 
Bristol,  Tenn.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  July  14,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Tennessee 
into  the  State  of  Georgia,  of  a misbranded  article  of  drug  labeled  in  part,  “An- 
drews’ Wine  of  Life  Boot  or  Female  Regulator,”  with  which  was  packed  an- 
other misbranded  article  of  drug  labeled  in  part,  “Andrews’  WTine  of  Life  Boot 
Annex  Powders.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  “Andreevs’  Wine  of  Life  Root  ” by  the  Bureau  of 
Chemistry  of  this  department  showed  the  following,  results : 


Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) ■ 14.8 

Nonvolatile  matter  (grams  per  100  ce)_. ! 19.9 

Sugar  (grams  per  100  ee . , 16.  S 

Methyl  salicylate : Present. 

Tannin : Present. 


Analysis  of  a sample  of  “Andrews’  Wine  of  Life  Root  Annex  Pow’ders  ” 


showed  the  following  results : 

Sodium  bicarbonate  (per  cent) 49.06 

Sodium  carbonate  ( per  cent ) 2. 12 

Sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) : . 47.94 


It  was  charged,  in  substance,  in  the  information  that  the  “ Wine  of  Life 
Root  ” wTas  misbranded  in  that  certain  statements  appearing  on  the  label  of 
the  article  and  included  in  the  pamphlet  accompanying  it  falsely  and  fraudu- 
lently represented  it  as  a remedy  for  all  diseases  peculiar  to  the  female  sex,  as 
a female  regulator,  for  diseases  peculiar  to  the  female  sex,  such  as  leucorrhea 
or  whites,  or  painful  or  unnatural  suppression  of  the  monthly  menstruation, 
for  all  female  diseases,  for  flooding  of  the  womb,  for  regulating  all  derange- 
ments of  the  menstrual  organs,'  and  as  a remedy  for  all  diseases  originating  and 
depending  upon  an  abnormal  condition  of  the  womb,  for  suppressed  men- 
struation and  painful  menstruation,  as  a panacea  for  woman’s  ills,  for  profuse 
menstruation  in  preventing  too  great  loss  of  blood,  in  clearing  the  blood  of 
waves  and  expectant  mothers  from  all  impurities,  in  strengthening  the  entire 
uterine  system,  relieving  pain  and  congestion,  and  strengthening  relaxed  liga- 
ments, in  assisting  the  uterus  to  a natural  position,  as  a remedy  for  sterility, 
and  as  a cure  for  all  diseases  from  which  women  suffer,  and  for  all  forms  of 
female  weakness,  and.  wdien  used  in  connection  with  “Andrews’  Wine  of  Life 
Root  Annex  Powders,”  as  a remedy  for  leucorrhea  or  wdiites,  when,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  March  20,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  his  submission  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

It.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4944.  Jlisbrainling  of  (i  Clark  Stanley’s  Snake  Oil  Liniment.”  U.  S.  * * * 

v.  Clark  Stanley,  trading:  as  Clark  Stanley  Snake  Oil  Liniment  Co. 
Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  ^20.  (F.  & D.  No.  7154.  I.  S.  No. 

3422— k.) 

On  May  20,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode  Island, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Clark  Stanley, 
trading  as  Clark  Stanley  Snake  Oil  Liniment  Co.,  Providence,  R.  I.,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  or  about  January  9,  1915,  from  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  into  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  “ Clark  Stanley’s  Snake  Oil  Liniment  ” which 
was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Label  on  bottle)  “Clark 
Stanley’s  Snake  Oil  Liniment.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  it  to  consist  principally  of  a light  mineral  oil  (petroleum 
product)  mixed  with  about  1 per  cent  of  fatty  oil  (probably  beef  fat)  capsicum, 
and  possibly  a trace  of  camphor  and  turpentine. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  certain  statements,  appearing  on  the  label  of  the 
article  and  included  in  the  blooklet  accompanying  it,  falsely  and  fraudulently 
represented  it  as  a remedy  for  all  pain  and  lameness,  for  rheumatism,  neuralgia, 
sciatica,  sprains,  bunions,  and  sore  throat,  for  bites  of  animals  and  reptiles, 
for  all  pains  and  aches  in  flesh,  muscle  and  joints,  as  a relief  for  tic  douloureux, 
and  as  a cure  for  partial  paralysis  of  the  arms  and  of  the  lower  limbs,  and  as  a 
remedy  for  paralysis  and  effective  to  reduce  enlarged  joints  to  their  natural 
size,  as  a perfect  antidote  to  pain  and  inflammation,  and  effective  to  kill  the 
poison  from  bites  of  animals,  insects  or  reptiles,  and  heal  the  wounds  resulting 
from  bites  of  animals,  insects,  or  reptiles,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was 
not. 

On  June  15,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $20. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4945.- Adulteration  of  condensed  milk  and  skimmed  mills.  U.  S.  * * * v. 

1,215  Cases  of  Condensed  Mills.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No. 
7165.  I.  S.  Nos.  2632-1,  2633-1,  2634-1,  2635-1,  2636-1.  S.  No.  E-531.) 

On  January  19,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  1,215  cases  of  condensed  milk,  remaining  unsold  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  on  or  about  January  1,  1916,  and  transported  from  tlie  State  of 
Louisiana  into  the  State  of  New  York,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  animal  substance,  to  wit,  spoiled, 
cheesy  condensed  milk. 

On  May  22,  1916,  the  South  Holland  Milk  Corp.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant, 
having  filed  a stipulation  admitting  the  allegations  in  the  libel  and  con- 
senting to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  article  should  be  delivered  to  said 
claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of 
a bond  in  the  sum  of  -$2,500,  conditioned  in  part  that  said  article  should  be 
shipped  to  York,  Pa.,  and  there  delivered  to  a representative  of  this  department 
to  be  inspected  and  sorted,  and  that  the  portion  of  said  article  that 'was  found 
unfit  for  food  should  be  destroyed  or  denatured,  and  that  the  balance  should  be 
released  to  said  claimant. 


R.  A.  Peaesox,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4943.  Adulteration  of  oysters,  U.  S.  * * * v.  Old  Dutch  Market,  Inc.,  a 
corporation.  Flea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $20.  (F.  & D.  No.  7176.  I.  S.  Nos. 

3485-1,  3444-1.) 

On  March  1,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Police  Court 
for  said  District  an  information  against  the  Old  Dutch  Market,  Inc.,  a corpora- 
tion, doing  business  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  the  sale  by  said  defendant, 
on  December  14,  1915,  and  on  December  15,  1915,  at  the  District  aforesaid,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  of  a quantity  of  oysters,  which  were 
adulterated. 

Analysis  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results : 

Oysters  sold  on  December  14,  1915: 

Liquor  (percent) , 25.6 

Meat  (per  cent) — 74.4 

Analysis  of  moat. 

Loss  on  boiling  (per  cent) 53.2 

Solids  (per  cent) 16.80 

Ash  (per  cent) 0.90 

Chlorids  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) 0.  30 

Chlorids  in  liquor  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) 0.  30 

Oysters  sold  on  December  15,  1915 : 

Liquor  (percent) 33.5 

Meats  (per  cent) 66.5 

Analysis  of  meat. 

Loss  on  boiling  (per  cent) 51.9 

Solids  (per  cent) 15.25 

Ash  (per  cent) 1 0.81 

Chlorids:  in  meat  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) 0.05 

Chlorids  in  liquor  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) 0.50 


These  results  show  the  substitution  of  a material  amount  of 
water  for  oysters  in  each  case. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith 
so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength  and  had 
been  substituted  in  part  for  oysters,  which  said  article  purported  to  be. 

On  March  1.  1916.  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $20. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. . 
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4D47o  Adulteration  of  Mexican  eiiili  peppers.  U.  S.  * * * v.  1 Bale  of 

Mexican  CItili  Peppers.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfei- 
ture, and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7183,  I,  S.  No.  11641-1.  S.  No. 
C— 430.) 

On  January  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1 bale  of  Mexican  chili  peppers,  weighing  approximately  355 
pounds,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  package  at  Nashville,  Tenn., 
alleging  that  the  article  "had  been  shipped  on  or  about  December  27,  1915,  by 
J.  Armengol,  Chicago,  111.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the 
State  of  Tennessee,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled : “ J.  Armengol  Xmporterador  2108  J.  A. 
Salovar  St  Jose  Delanoria.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  June  28,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture , 
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4048.  Adulteration  of  beans.  U.  S.  * * * v.  159  Bags  o£  Dried  Beans. 

Decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  on  bond. 

(F  & D.  No.  7184.  I.  S.  No.  11643-1.  S.  No.  C-429.) 

On  January  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  159  bags  of  dried  beans,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  May  21,  1915,  by  Arthur  J.  Thompson,  Chicago,  111.,  and 
transported  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and  charging 
adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged-  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  part  of  a decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  May  12,  1916,  the  said  Arthur  J.  Thompson,  claimant,  having  appeared, 
it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  decree  pro  confesso  theretofore  entered, 
condemning  the  product,  should  be  set  aside,  and  that  the  product  should  be 
released  to  said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  of  bond  in  the  sum  of  $250,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of 
the  act,  conditioned  in  part  that  said  claimant  should  have  the  product  re- 
picked under  the  supervision  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  the  unfit  portion  of  the  beans  to  be  destroyed,  and  the  good 
portion,  if  any,  released  for  commercial  purposes. 

E.  A.  Pearson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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404J).  Adulteration  of  oysters,  r.  S.  v.  William  S.  Hatton.  Plea  of  guilty. 
Fine,  $10.  (F.  & D.  No.  7200.  I.  S.  No.  3448-1.) 

On  April  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  tlie  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a.  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  hied  in  the  Police  Court 
of  said  District  an  information  against  William  S.  Hatton,  Washington.  D.  C., 
alleging  the  sale  by  said  defendant,  on  December  15,  1915.  in  the  District,  afore- 
said, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  of  a quantity  of  oysters,  which 
were  adulterated. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 


department  showed  the  following  results : 

Liquor  (per  cent) 29.1 

Meat  (per  cent) 2 70.9 

Meats : 

Loss  on  boiling  (per  cent.) 54.  6 

Solids  (per  cent) f i .15.09 

Ash  (Per  cent) 0.74 

Chlorids  in  meat,  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) 0.05 

Chlorids  in  liquor,  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent)_^ 0.23 


These  results  show  the  addition  of  a material  amount  of 
water. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
in  that  a certain  substance  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  there- 
with so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength  and 
had  been  substituted  in  part  for  oysters,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  April  28,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10. 

R.  A.  Peabson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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495#.  Adulteration,  of  canned  sweet  potatoes,  U.  S,  v.  17  Cases  of  Canned 
Sweet  Potatoes,  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7204.  I.  S.  No.  1847-1.  S.  No.  E-544.) 

Ob  or  about  February  4,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed 
in  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the 
seizure  and  condemnation  of  17  cases  of  canned  sweet  potatoes,  remaining 
unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  January  31,  1916,  by  L.  H.  Schwab.  Bal- 
timore, Mel.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of 
Virginia,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 
Some  cans  were  labeled  in  part : “ Gelco  Brand  Sweet  Potatoes — Packed  for 
Fressit-Laws  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md.”  Some  cans  were  labeled  in  part : “ Hector 
Brand  Sweet  Potatoes — Thomas  Roberts  and  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  U.  S.  A. 
Distributors.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted  in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance. 

On  June  15,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

R.  A.  Peakson,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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Acetylo  salicyclic  acid.  See  Acid. 

Acid,  acetylo  salicylic  : 

Bagby-IIowe  Co 4918 

Zar,  Bernhard 4933 

Alorine  antiseptic  suppository  : 

Live  & Let  Live  Drug  Co__  4929 
Andrews’  female  regulator  : 

Andrews  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 
wine  of  life  root : 

Andrews  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 
wine  of  life  root  annex  powders  : 

Andrews  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 
Apples,  evaporated  : 

Hartmann  & Co 4919,  4920, 


4927,4932,4934,  4935,  4936,  4937 
Balsam,  white  pine  : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 

Beans  : 

Thompson,  A.  J 4948 

blackeye  : 

Koshland,  Adolph 4905,  4914 

Blackeye  beans.  See  Beans. 

California  tuna  tonic  tablets  : 

California  Good  Health  Co_  4926 
Catsup,  tomato.  See  Tomato  ketchup. 
Chestnuts.  See  Nuts. 

Chili  peppers,  Mexican.  See  Peppers. 

Clark  Stanley’s  snake  oil  liniment : 
Stanley,  Clark,  Snake  Oil 


Liniment  Co 1 4944 

Condensed  milk.  See  Milk. 

Corn  flour.  See  Flour. 

Eggs  : 

Eureka  Commission  Co 4908 

Handy,  H.  L.,  Co 4902 

Komius  Bros 4902 

v frozen : 

Dillon  & Douglass 4910 

Spickloser,  Louis 4916 


Evaporated  apples.  See  Apples. 
Expectorant,  white  pine  : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 
Feed,  imperial  : 

Newport  Mill  Co 4940 

Female  regulator.  See  Regulator. 

Fish  : 

Sardines : 

Blanchard  Manufacturing  & 


Canning  Co 4941 

Clark,  L.  D.,  & Son 4938 

products,  canned  : 

California  Fruit  Canners 

Assoc 4906 

Flour,  corn  : 

Herendeen,  C.,  Milling  Co 4915 


Frozen  eggs.  See  Eggs. 

Fruits,  canned  : 

California  Fruit  Canners 


Assoc 4906 

Imperial  feed.  See  Feed. 

Ketchup.  See  Tomato  ketchup. 

Lentils  : 

Gross,  Ignatius,  Co 4924 

Liniment,  snake  oil : 

Stanley,  Clark,  Snake  Oil 

Liniment  Co 4944 

Macaroni : 

Atlantic  Macaroni  Co 4901 


Mexican  chili  peppers.  See  Peppers. 
Milk,  condensed  : 

South  Holland  Milk  Corp. 


4942, 4945 

skimmed  : 

South  Holland  Milk  Corp 4945 

Nuts  : 

chestnuts : 

Henderson-Linthicum  & Co_  4928 

Stevens  Bros. 

4912,  4917 

Utz,  W.  L.,  & Co  . 

4911 

Oysters : 

Hamilton,  C.  E 

4925, 4931 

Hatton,  W.  S 

4949 

Merrell,  A.  F 

4922 

Old  Dutch  Market, 

Inc 4946 

Still,  G.  M.,  Inc 

4921 

Peppers,  Mexican  chili : 

Armengol,  .T 

4947 

Potatoes,  canned  sweet : 

Schwab,  L.  H 

4950 

Powders,  Andrews’  wine  of 

life  root 

annex : 

Andrews  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 

Pulp,  tomato.  See  Tomato  pulp. 

Regulator,  female  : 

Andrews  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 


Relief,  St.  Joseph’s  quick : 

Gerstle  Medicine  Co 4939 

Rice  : 

Goble  Jiminez 4923 

St.  Joseph’s  quick  relief  : 

Gerstle  Medicine  Co 4939 

Sardines.  See  Fish. 

Skimmed  milk.  See  Milk. 


Snake  oil  liniment.  See  Liniment. 
Suppository,  alorine  antiseptic  : 

Live  & Let  Live  Drug  Co 4929 

Sweet  potatoes,  canned.  See  Potatoes. 
Tablets,  California  tuna  tonic : 

California  Good  Health  Co_  4926 
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Tomato  ketchup  : 

Blue  Grass  Canning  Co 4909 

Harbauer  Co 4904 

pulp  : 

Austin  Canning  Co 4903 

Tuna  tonic  tablets.  See  Tablets, 
Vegetables,  canned  : 


California  Fruit  Canners 

Assoc 4906 


Vinegar : 

Monarch  Vinegar  Works 4907 

Wallace  Vinegar  Co . 4930 

White  pine  balsam: 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 
expectorant : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 
Wine  of  life  root : 

Andrews  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 
annex  powders,  Andrews’.  See 
Powders. 
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NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT. 

[Given  pursuant  to  section  4 of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.] 

4931.  Adulteration  of  sardines.  U.  S.  v.  815  Cases  of  Sardines.  Consent 
decree  of  coademnatioa.  Portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed. 
Balance  ordered  released  to  claimant.  (F.  & D.  No.  7214.  I.  S.  Nos. 
1382-1,  2377-1.  S.  No.  E-550.) 

On  February  11,  1916,  the  United ’States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  tlie  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  815  cases  of  sardines,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  Macon,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by 
the  Lubec  Sardine  Co.,  of  Lubee,  Me.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Maine 
into  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act.  The  cans  were  labeled,  in  part : “Togo  Brand  American  Sar- 
dines in  Cotton  Seed  Oil.  Packed  by  Lubec  Sardine  Co.,  Lubec,  Washington 
Co.,  Maine.” 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a decomposed  animal  substance. 

On  June  15,  1916,  the  said  Lubec  Sardine  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  a separation  of  the  article  might  be  had  by  a representative  of  the 
Depaprtment  of  Agriculture,  who  should  examine  the  sardines  in  the  presence  of 
a representative  of  the  claimant  company  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
whether  any  of  the  food  was  adulterated ; and,  if  any  of  the  food  be  found  to  be 
adulterated  by  said  representative  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  that  the 
same  should  be  forthwith  destroyed ; and  that  any  and  all  food  which  might  be 
found  by  said  representative  to  be  free  from  adulteration  should  be  forthwith 
delivered  to  said  claimant  company  or  its  duly  authorized  representative ; and 
that  said  claimant  pay  all  the  costs  of  the  proceedings. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4952.  Adulteration  of  tuna  fisli.  U.  S.  * * * r.  786  Cases  * * * of  Tuna 

Fish.  Default  decree  of  condemnation.,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 
(F.  & D.  No.  7-222.  I.  S.  Nos.  4110-1,  4111-1,  4112-1,  4113-1,  4114-1,  4115-1, 
4120-1,  4121-1,  4122-1.  S.  No.  E-551.) 

On  February  14,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  7S6  cases  of  an  article  purporting  to  be  tuna  fish,  remaining 
unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  and  transported  from  the  State  of  California  into  the 
State  of  Pennsylvania,  the  shipment  having  been  received  on  or  about  January 
15,  1916,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the'  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  or  putrid  animal  sub- 
stance, unfit  for  food,  80  to  40  per  cent  of  the  cans  containing  partly  decom- 
posed fish. 

On  March  10,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Gael  Vbooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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405.>.  Art «i Iteration  of  rtriert  eliili  yeppers.  U.  S.  * * * v.  204  Bags  of 

Dried  Oiili  PeiHH*»,x*  Consent  decree.  Product  ordered  released 
on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  72.33.  I.  S.  Nos.  11451—1,  12105 — 1.  S.  No.  C— 45o. ) 

On  February  25,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  204  bags,  each  containing  about  169  pounds,  of  dried  chili  pep- 
pers, remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about  April  15,  1915,  by  the 
Crosby  Chili  Evaporating  Co.,  Garden  Grove,  Cal.,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  in  vio- 
lation of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

The  allegations  in  the  libel  were  to  the  effect  that  the  article  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted,  in  whole  or  in  large  part,  of  a very  moldy  product,  and  was, 
in  whole  or  in  large  part,  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable  substance, 
and  unfit  for  use  as  food  within  the  meaning  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

On  May  11,  1916,  the  Wm.  Schotten  Coffee  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  claimant,  hav- 
ing filed  its  claim  and  answer  to  the  libel,  a decree  by  the  court  was  entered, 
and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  should  be  delivered  to  said  claimant  upon 
payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceeding  and  the  execution  of  bond  to  be  ap- 
proved as  to  form,  amount,  and  sufficiency  by  the  district  attorney,  conditioned 
that  that  portion  of  the  product  complained  of  as  being  adulterated  should  not 
be  sold  or  otherwise  disposed  of  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  or  of  the  laws  of  any  State,  Territory,  District,  or  insular  pos- 
session. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4054.  Adulteration  of  pork  and  beans.  U.  S.  * * * v.  1,800  Cases  * * * 

of  Pork  and  Beans.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture. Product  ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7241.  I.  S. 
Nos.  4128-1,  4145-1,  4139-1,  4140-1.  S.  No.  E-559.) 

On  March  8,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  1,800  cases  of  pork  and  beans,  consigned  by  the  Elyria  Can- 
ning Co.,  Elyria,  Ohio,  and  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages 
at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  600  cases  were  shipped  on  December  20,  1915; 
600  cases  on  December  28,  1915;  and  600  cases  on  January  3,  1916;  and  trans- 
ported from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  and  charging 
adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled,  in 
part:  (Cans)  “Puritan  brand  pork  and  beans  with  tomato  sauce.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted,  in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a decomposed  vegetable  substance,  unfit  for 
food,  16.5  per  cent  thereof  being  partly  decomposed  beans. 

On  March  15,  1916,  the  said  Elyria  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  entered  its 
appearance  and  consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  forfeiture  and  confiscation 
was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  said  article  should  be  sur- 
rendered to  said  claimant  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
the  execution  .of  bond  in  the  sum  of  $1,000,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of 
the  act. 


Carl  Ybooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4955.  Misbranding-  of  beer.  IT.  S.  * * * v.  Jo-lm  Mobeiiiade3=  Plea  of 

guilty.  Fine,  $100.  (F.  & D.  No.  7243.  I.  S.  No.  4810-k.) 

On  April  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an . information 
against  John  Hohenadel,  Philadelphia,  Par,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defend- 
ant, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  May  27,  1915,  from 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  of  a quantity  of 
beer,  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled:  (On  main  label) 
“ Hohen- Adel  Crowned  with  Success  (Design  of  Barley  and  Malt)  Approved 
JH  Endorsed  Health  Beer  Approved,  Recommended  and  Endorsed  by  U.  S. 
Plealth  Bulletin  for  Absolute  Purity,  Free  from  Adulterations  and  Sanitary 
and  Hygienic  Methods  of  Brewing  and  Handling  John  Hohenadel,  Falls  Brew- 
ery, Philadelphia,  Pa.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  -was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement  (borne  on  the  label),  to  wit,.  “Approved,  Recommended  and  En- 
dorsed By  U.  S.  Health  Bulletin  For  Absolute  Purity,  Free  From  Adultera- 
tions,” was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  falsely  represented  that  the  article 
had  been  approved,  recommended,  and  indorsed  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment, and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  the  purchasers  into  the  belief  that  it  had  been  approved, 
recommended,  and  indorsed  by  the  United  States  Government,  whereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  had  not.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  thereof. 

On  June  12,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100. 

Carl  Vbooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4056.  Adulteration  of  batter.  1.  S.  * * * v.  13  Cases  * * * of  Batter. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered 
released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7248.  I.  S.  No.  20116-i.  S.  No.  W— 84.) 

On  March  14,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  13  cases,  each  containing  100  pounds,  more  or  less,  of  butter, 
consigned  by  F.  H.  Schmalz  & Co,,  Portland,  Qreg.,-  and  remaining  unsold  In  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of 
California,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  decomposed  animal  substance. 

On  April  7,  1916,  F.  H.  Schmalz  & Co.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  claimant,  having  con- 
sented to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  should  be  delivered  to  said  claim- 
ant upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution  of  bond  in 
the  sum  of  $250,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

Carl  Yeooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4-957.  Adulteration  «f  butter.  U.  S.  * * * v.  6 Cases  * * * of  Butter. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered 
released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7250.  I.  S.  No.  20121-1.  S.  No.  W-86.) 

On  March  20,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  6 cases,  each  containing  100  pounds,  more  or  less  of  butter, 
consigned  by  F.  EL  Schmalz  & Co.,  Portland,  Oreg\,  and  remaining  unsold  in  the 
original  unbroken  packages  at  San  Francisco,  Cal.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the  State  of 
California,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  decomposed  animal  substance. 

On  April  7,  1916,  F.  11.  Schmalz  & Co.,  a corporation,  Portland,  Oreg.,  claimant, 
having  consented  to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was 
entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  should  be  delivered  to 
said  claimant  upon  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  the  execution 
of  bond  in  the  sum  of  $250,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

Gael  Vkooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4958.  Adulteration  of  eggs.  U.  S.  * * * v.  350  Cases  * * * of  Eggs. 

Consent  decree  ©£  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction. 

(F.  & D.  No.  7278.  S.  No.  E-580.) 

On  April  4,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  act- 
ing upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  said  District,  holding  a District  Court,  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemna- 
tion of  350  cases,  more  or  less,  each  containing  30  dozen  eggs,  remaining  unsold 
in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article 
was  within  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  animal  and  vegetable  substance, 
for  which  reason  the  eggs  were  absolutely  unfit  for  human  consumption. 

On  April  11,  1916,  Louis  Spickloser,  claimant,  Washington,  D.  C.,  having  con- 
sented to  a decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and 
it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United 
States  marshal,  and  that  said  claimant  should  pay  all  the  costs  of  the  proceedings. 

Case  Yeooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4950.  Adulteration.  RSid  misbranding:  of  pork  and  beans.  U.  S.  * * * 

100  Cases  * * * of  Pork  and  Beans.  Default  decree  of  con- 
demnation, forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7281.  I.  S.  No. 
10135-1.  S.  No.  C-465.) 

On  April  4,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  100  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  pork  and  beans  remain- 
ing unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Sterling,  111.,  alleging  that  the 
product  had  been  shipped  by  the  Wisconsin  Pea  Canners’  Co.,  Manitowoc,  Wis, 
on  November  30,  1915,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin  into  the 
State  of  Illinois,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
Pood  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  when 
it  was  so  shipped  as  aforesaid  it  consisted  in  part  of  a decomposed  vegetable 
substance,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  consisted  in  part  of  a decomposed 
animal  substance.  Adulteration  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  a cer- 
tain quantity  of  a substance  known  as  annatto,  an  artificial  color,  had  been 
mixed  with  the  article  in  a manner  whereby  damage  or  inferiority  was 
concealed. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  each  of  the  cans  containing  the 
article  bore  a label  in  wrords  and  figures  as  follows,  to  wit,  “ Eureka  brand 
high  grade  pure  food  products  pork  and  beans  with  tomato  sauce.  Packed  by 
Wisconsin  Pea  Canners  Company  Manitowoc  Wisconsin.  Contents  1 lb  12  oz.,” 
which  said  statement  appearing  on  each  of  the  labels  was  false  and  misleading 
in  that  it  represented  to  the  purchaser  that  the  article  contained  tomato  sauce, 
and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  deceived  and  misled  the  purchaser  into  the 
belief  that  the  article  contained  tomato  sauce,  whereas  in  truth  and  in  fact  it 
did  not. 

On  June  19,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  product,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4960.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  grape  jHice,  U.  8.  * * * v.  Frank: 

J.  Hanser,  trading’  as  Monarch  Wine  Co.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere. 
Fine,  $25  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  7324.  I.  S.  No.  11503-1.) 

On  May  20,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Frank  J. 
Hauser,  trading  as  Monarch  Wine  Co.,  Kelleys  Island,  Ohio,  alleging  ship- 
ment by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about 
June  SO,  1915,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a quantity 
of  grape  juice  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled,  in  part:  (Main  label)  “ Unfermented  Catawba  Grape  Juice.  Modified 

and  Sweetened  With  Pure  Cane  Sugar.  Monarch  Wine  Co.  Kelleys  Island, 
Ohio,  U.  S.  A.”  (Neck  label)  “Monarch  Grape  Juice  Bottled  At  The  Winery 
Kelley’s  Island  Where  The  Grapes  Grow.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results: 

Solids  (grams  per  100  cc) . 19.81 

Nonsugar  solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.  25 

Reducing  sugar  as  invert,  direct  (grams  per  100  cc) 18.06 

Ash  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.17 

Alkalinity  soluble  ash  (cc  N/10  acid  per  100  cc) 10.  8 

Total  phosphoric  acid  (mg  per  100  cc) 9.0 

Total  tartaric  acid  ( grams  per  100  cc ) 0.  410 

Free  tartaric  acid  (grams  per  100  cc) 0. 16 

Cream  of  tartar  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.  20 

Added  water  and  sugar. 


Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as 
to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been 
substituted  in  part  for  Catawba  grape  juice,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the-  following  statement,  regard- 
ing the  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein,  appear- 
ing on  the  label  aforesaid,  to  wit,  “ Unfermented  Catawba  Grape  Juice,”  was 
false  and  misleading  in  that  it  indicated  to  purchasers  thereof  that  the  article 
was  pure  unfermented  Catawba  grape  juice,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  labeled  as  aforesaid,  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  purchasers  into 
the  belief  that  it  was  pure  unfermented  Catawba  grape  juice,  when,  in  truth 
and  in  fact  it  was  not,  but  was,  to  wit,  a mixture  of  unfermented  Catawba 
grape  juice  and  water. 

On  June  17,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

Gael  Ybooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4961.  Mlsln-aiiulius'  ©f  oil.  IT.  S.  * * * v.  7 Cases  * * * 5 Cases  * * * 

and  3 Cases  * * * of  Oil.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  anil 

forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7345. 
I.  S.  .No.  2549-1.  S.  No.  E-591.) 

On  April  24,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  7 cases,  each  containing  12  one-gallon  cans,  5 cases,  each  containing  12  half- 
gallon cans,  and  3 cases,  each  containing  12  quarter-gallon  cans,  of  oil,  remaining 
unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Paterson,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about  March  24,  1916,  by  Anna  Heller,  trading 
under  the  name  of  Venice  Importing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  transported 
from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  charging  mis- 
branding in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  The  article  was  labeled,  in 
part : “A  compound.  Tripolitania  brand.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  as  to  the 
quantity  contained  in  the  cans,  the  cans  contained  in  the  7 cases  being  labeled, 
“ Net  contents  full  gallon,”  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  of  the  cans  con- 
tained less  than  1 gallon ; the  cans  in  the  5 cases  being  labeled,  “ Net  contents 
full  i gallon,”  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  each  of  the  cans  contained  less  than 
\ gallon ; and  the  cans,  contained  in  the  3 cases,  being  labeled,  “ Net  contents 
full  i gallon,”  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  each  of  said  cans  contained  less 
than  1 gallon.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  oil  was 
contained  in  cans  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  of  each 
package  was  not  plainly,  correctly,  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of 
the  packages  in  terms  of  weight,  measure;  and  numerical  count,  nor  in  any 
other  manner. 

On  June  6,  1916,  the  said  Anna  Heller,  claimant,  having  consented  to  a de- 
cree, judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and,  it  appearing 
that  said  claimant  had  filed  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $300,  in  conformity  with  sec- 
tion 10  of  the  act,  and  had  paid  the  costs  of  the  proceedings,  it  was  ordered  by 
the  court  that  the  product  should  be  released  and  delivered  to  said  claimant. 


Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4962.  Misbranding  of  oil.  U.  S.  * * * v.  6 Cases  * * * and  2 Cases 

* * * of  Oil.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture. 

Product  ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7346.  I.  S.  No.  2550-1. 
S.  No.  E— 592.) 

On  April  24,  1916,  the  United  State  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  6 cases,  each  containing  12  quarter-gallon  tins,  and  2 cases,  each 
containing  12  half-gallon  tins,  of  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped, 
on  or  about  January  28,  1916,  by  Anna  Heller,  trading  under  the  name  of  the 
Venice  Importing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of 
New  York  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation 
of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled,  in  part:  “A  compound. 
Tripolitania  Brand.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
was  labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  as  to  the 
quantity  contained  in  the  cans,  they  being  labeled,  “ Net  contents  full  | gallon  ”, 
and  “Net  contents  full  i gallon,”  respectively,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  tijuth, 
the  said  tins  contained  a less  amount  than  \ gallon  and  \ gallon,  respectively. 
Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  oil  was  contained  in 
cans  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  of  each  package  was 
not  plainly,  correctly,,  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  pack- 
ages in  terms  of  weight,  measure,  and  numerical  count,  nor  [in]  any  other 
manner. 

On  June  6,  1916,  the  said  Anna  Heller,  claimant,  having  consented  to  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and,  it  appearing  that 
said  claimant  had  filed  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $300,  in  conformity  with  section 
10  of  the  act,  and  had  paid  the  costs  of  the  proceedings,  it  was  ordered  by  the 
court  that  the  product  should  be  released  and  delivered  to  said  claimant. 

Gael  Veooman,  Acting ■ Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4963.  Adulteration,  of  canned  pork  and  beans.  U.  $.  * * * v.  2.400  Cans 

* * * of  Porli  and  Beans.  Default  decree  of  coiideSnnation,  for- 

feiture. and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7351.  I.  S.  No.  12566-1.  S.  No. 
C— 493.) 

On  April  25,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  2,400  cans,  purporting  to  contain  pork  and  beans,  consigned  by 
Hart  Bros.,  Saginaw,  Mich.,  on  February  28,  1916,  and  remaining  unsold  in 
the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  State  of 
Ohio,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The 
cans  were  labeled,  in  part:  ‘‘Saginaw  Brand”  (picture  of  Indian’s  head,  etc.) 
“ Beans  with  Pork  and  Tomato  Sauce.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted in  part  of  decomposed  vegetable  substances,  and  was  unfit  for  food. 

On  June  17,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment 
of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Gael  Yeooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4064.  of  oil,  l,  S.  * * * t,  3 Cases  * * * ®4  Oil,  Cosisesit 

tleeree  of  eoudemsiatioii  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released 
on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  7357.  I.  S.  No.  505—1.  S.  No.  E— 595.) 

On  April  26,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of 
3 cases,  each  containing  12  one-gallon  cans,  of  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Paterson,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped, 
on  or  about  March  25,  1916,  by  Anna  Heller,  trading  under  the  name  of  Venice 
Importing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  New  York 
into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the 
.Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled,  in  part : “A  compound.  Tripoli- 
tania  brand.  Net  contents- — Full  gallon.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  as  to  the  quantity 
contained  in  the  cans,  they  being  labeled,  “ Net  contents — Full  gallon,”  that  is  to 
say,  that  each  of  the  cans  contained  1 full  gallon,  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth, 
each  of  the  cans  contained  less  than  1 gallon. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  oil  was  contained  in 
cans  in  package  form,  and  the  labels  thereof  purported  to  state  the  contents  in 
terms  of  measure,  but  the  quantity  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  each  package, 
or  can,  was  not  plainly  and  correctly  marked  or  stated  on  the  outside  of  the 
packages  or  cans  in  terms  of  weight  and  measures,  nor  in  any  other  manner. 

On  June  6,  1916,  the  said  Anna  Heller,  claimant,  having  consented  to  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and,  it  appearing  that 
the  claimant  had  filed  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $300  in  conformity  with  section  10 
of  the  act,  and  paid  the  costs  of  the  proceedings,  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  released  and  delivered  to  said  claimant. 

Carl  Yrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4065.  Misbranding  of  oil.  U.  S.  * * * v.  4 Cases  * * * and  1 Case  * * * 
of  Oil.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product 
ordered  released  on  bond.  (F1.  & D.  No.  7368.  I.  S.  No.  4211—1.  S.  No. 
E-597.) 

On  April  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  4 cases,  each  containing  12  one-gallon  cans,  of  oil,  and  1 case,  containing  12 
one-quarter  gallon  cans,  of  oil,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  pack- 
ages at  Morristown,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about 
March  9,  1916,  by  Anna  Heller,  trading  under  the  name  of  the  Venice  Importing 
Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y„  and  transported  from  the  state  of  New  York  into  the  state 
of  New  Jersey,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act.  The  article  in  the  4 eases  was  labeled : “ Net  contents — full  gallon  ” 
( Italian  coat  of  arms)  “ Olio  Sopraffino  Qualita  Superiore  Olio  Finissimo.  Cotton- 
seed and  Olive  Oil.  A compound.  Tripolitania  Brand.”  The  article  in  the  one 
case  was  labeled:  “ Net  contents  full  gallon.”  (Italian  coat  of  arms)  “ Olio 
Sopraffino  Qualita  Superiore  Olio  Finissimo.  Cottonseed  and  Olive  Oil.  A com- 
pound. Tripolitania  Brand.” 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  and  branded  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  as  to  the 
quantity  contained  in  the  cans,  the  1-gallon  cans  being  labeled,  “ Net  contents — 
full  gallon,”  and  the  quarter-gallon  cans  being  labeled,  “ Net  contents— full  l 
gallon  ” ; that  is  to  say,  that  each  of  the  cans  contained  1 full  gallon  or  1 
full  quarter  gallon,  respectively;  whereas,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  each  of  the 
cans  contained  less  than  1 gallon  or  i gallon,  as  the  case  might  be.  Misbrand- 
ing was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  general  design  and  arrange- 
ment of  the  labels,  including  the  words  thereon,  were  such  as  to  deceive  and 
mislead  the  purchased  in  giving  the  impression  that  the  product  was  an  Italian 
olive  oil,  when,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  was  composed  of  cottonseed  oil  together 
with  olive  oil,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  general  arrangement  and 
design  of  the  label,  including  the  words  thereon,  were  such  as  to  give  the  im- 
pression that  the  oil  was  a foreign  product,  when,  in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  was 
not.  Misbranding  wTas  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement, 
“ Olive  Oil,”  in  large  type  upon  the  label  deceived  and  misled,  and  was  intended 
to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  the  product  was 
olive  oil,  and  this  deception  and  misleading  was  not  corrected  by  the  words  in 
small  and  inconspicuous  type  on  the  label  “ Cottonseed  and.” 

On  June  6,  1916,  the  said  Anna  Heller,  claimant,  having  consented  to  a decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and,  it  appearing  that 
said  claimant  had  filed  bond  in  the  sum  of  $800  in  conformity  with  section  10 
of  the  act  and  had  paid  the  costs  of  the  proceedings,  it  was  ordered  by  the  court 
that  the  product  should  be  released  and  delivered  to  said  claimant. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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49GG.  Adalteratiom  of  easiiied  lieans,  U.  S.  * * * v.  252  Cases  of  Red  Kid- 

ney Beans.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  de- 
struction. (F.  & D.  No.  7375.  I.  S.  No.  11807-1.  S.  No.  C-509.) 

On  April  29,  1916,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  252  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  red  kidney  beans,  remain- 
ing unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  February  25,  1916,  by  the  Norfolk 
Packing  Co.,  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Nebraska  into 
the  State  of  Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act.  The  article  was  labeled,  in  part : “ Harvest  Treasure  Brand  Red 
Kidney  Beans  Packed  by  Norfolk  Packing  Co.,  Norfolk,  Neb.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it 
consisted,  in  'whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable 
substance. 

On  June  8,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Carl  Vkooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4967.  Adulteration  of  canned  pork  and  beans.  U.  S.  * * * v.  f»00  Cases 

of  Pork  and  Beans.  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7387.  I.  S.  No.  10094-1.  S.  No.  C-510.) 

On  May  3,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  600  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  pork  and  beans,  remain- 
ing unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Joplin,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped,  on  or  about  March  31,  1916,  by  the  Norfolk  Packing 
Co.,  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Nebraska  into  the  State 
of  Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 
The  article  was  labeled,  in  part : “ Mak’o  Brand  Pork  and  Beans  with  tomato 
sauce.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted, in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable 
substance. 

On  June  9,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4968.  Adulteration  of  canned  pork;  and  lieans,  U.  S.  * * * ¥.  6S0  Cases 

of  Pork  and  Beans.  Default  decree  of  condemnation?  foi-feiture, 
and  destruction.  (F.  & D.  No.  7392.  I.  S.  No.  10098-1.  S.  No.  C-516.) 

On  May  3,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  a libel  for  the  seizure 
and  condemnation  of  680  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  pork  and  beans, 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Joplin,  Mo.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  or  or  about  March  23,  1916,  by  the  Norfolk 
Packing  Co.,  Norfolk,  Nebr.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Nebraska  into 
the  State  of  Missouri,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  The  article  was  labeled,  in  part:  “Harvest  Treasure 'Brand  Pork 
and  Beans  with  Tomato  Sauce  Packed  by  Norfolk  Packing  Company,  Nor- 
folk, Nebraska.” 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  con- 
sisted, in  whole  or  in  part,  of  a filthy,  decomposed,  and  putrid  vegetable 
substance. 

On  June  9,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  property,  judgment  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that 
the  product  should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4969*  Misbranding'  of  “ Stuart’s  Calcium  Wafer  €©mp«®nd.”  U.  S.  * * * 

v.  12  Boxen  Packages  * * * of  “ Stuart’s  Calcium  Wafer  Com- 

jponml,’’  Submitted  to  tlie  court.  Default  decree  of  eondenmafion 
and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  & D.  No.  7410.  I.  S. 
No.  1785-1.  S.  No.  E— 601.) 

On  May  8,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  West 
Virginia,  acting  upon  a report  hy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  12  dozen  packages  of  “ Stuart’s  Calcium  Wafer  Compound,” 
remaining  unsold  in  the  original  unbroken  packages  at  Charleston,  W.  Va., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  April  21,  1916,  by  the  F.  A. 
Stuart  Co.,  Marshall,  Mich.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into 
the  State  of  West  Virginia,  and  charging  misbranding  in  violation  of  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended.  Each  of  the  packages  was  labeled,  in  part: 
“ Stuart’s  Calcium  Wafer  Compound.” 

It  was  alleged  in  the  libel  that  the  branding  and  labeling  of  the  product 
were  false  and  fraudulent,  and  that  the  article  was  therefore  misbranded  for 
the  reason  that  in  said  branding  and  labeling  the  article  was  designated  as 
perfectly  harmless,  whereas  in  fact  it  was  not  harmless,  as  therein  claimed, 
but  on  the  contrary  was  harmful  for  the  reason  that  it  consisted  of  calcium 
sulphid,  aloes,  and  strychnine,  a poisonous  substance,  and  was  coated  with  iron 
oxid.  It  was  further  alleged  that  the  branding  and  labeling  of  the  article 
were  false  and  fraudulent,  and  the  article  was  therefore  misbranded  for  the 
reason  that  said  labeling  and  branding  designated  it  as  a remedy  for  eruptions, 
scrofula,  constipation,  humor,  liver  troubles,  and  all  disorders  and  symptoms 
arising  from  impure  blood;  for  blood  disorders,  skin  affections,  and  any  de- 
rangement of  the  blood,  bowels,  kidneys,  or  liver,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  in  said  labeling  and  branding  the  article  was  claimed  as  a remedy  for 
blood  troubles  and  skin  diseases ; that  it  was  the  most  powerful  blood  purifier 
known;  that  it  would  relieve  from  skin  diseases,  and  would  purify  and  enrich 
the  blood ; that  the  liver  would  be  aided  and  the  stomach  reenforced  by  the 
use  of  the  article;  and  that  it  was  a remedy  for  chronic  and  temporary  blood 
disorders  and  skin  diseases ; that  it  would  restore  the  normal  action  of  the 
bowels,  liver,  and  excretory  organs ; that  its  use  would  infuse  renewed  energy 
and  strength  into  the  exhausted  nerves  and  overworked  brain  and  muscular 
system ; and  that  it  contained  all  the  ingredients  necessary  to  repair  nerve 
tissue  and  depleted  blood,  and  would  relieve  and  prevent  constipation,  whereas, 
in  fact  and  in  truth,  it  contained  no  ingredient  or  combination  of  ingredients 
capable  of  producing  the  therapeutic  effects  so  claimed  for  it  in  said  labeling 
and  branding.  It  was  further  alleged  that  the  labeling  and  branding  of  the 
article  were  false  and  fraudulent,  and  it  was  therefore  misbranded  in  that,  in 
said  labeling  and  branding,  it  was  claimed  for  the  article  that  children  might 
take  it  with  freedom;  that  their  organisms  would  thrive  with  its  use;  that  it 
was  harmless  and  contained  no  poisonous  ingredients;  that  it  was  a safe 
remedy  and  contained  no  opiate,  mercury,  iodid  potassium,  or  similar  poi- 
sons ; that  it  might  be  used  safely  by  any  person ; and  that  no  possible  injury 
could  result  from  its  use,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  consisted  of  calcium 
sulphid,  aloes,  and  strychnine,  was  coated  with  iron  oxid,  and  contained  a 
poisonous  substance,  to  wit,  strychnine,  and  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it 
could  not  be  taken  by  children,  and  their  organisms  [would  not]  thrive  with 
its  use,  and  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  article  was  not  harmless  and  did 
contain  a poisonous  ingredient,  to  wit,  strychnine,  and  was  not  a safe  remedy 
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and  contained  a poison,  to  wit,  strychnine,  and  could  not  be  safely  used  by  any 
person  with  no  possible  injury  resulting  therefrom. 

On  June  29,  1916,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  product,  and  the  case 
having  been  submitted  to  the  court  without  a jury,  judgment  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product 
should  be  destroyed  by  the  United  States  marshal. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


N.J.  4951-5000.]  SERVICE  AND  REGULATORY  ANNOUNCEMENTS.  621 


4970.  Adulteration  and  misbranding,’  of  oats.  U.  S.  * * * v.  2S1  Sacks  of 

Oats.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product 
ordered  released  on  bond.  (F.  & D.  No.  304— c.  I.  S.  No.  9076-1.) 

Oil  February  12,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Florida,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture  of  the  State 
of  Florida,  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  con- 
demnation of  281  sacks,  each  containing  about  100  pounds,  of  oats,  consigned 
by  Mayo  Milling  Co.,  Richmond,  Va.,  and  remaining  unsold  in  the  original 
unbroken  packages  at  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  about  February  3,  1916,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Virginia  into 
the  State  of  Florida,  and  charging  adulteration  and  misbranding  in  violation  of 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  The  sacks  were  labeled  variously  with  the  names  of 
ground  feedstulfs,  being  secondhand  sacks  and  having  been  emptied  of  their 
original  contents. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
labeled  as  a mixed  ground  feed  of  various  descriptions,  whereas  other  substances, 
to  wit,  oats,  wheat,  chaff,  and  weed  seeds  had  been  substituted  for  said  article. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  variously  branded 
as  ground  feed,  whereas  it  was  a mixture  of  oats,  wheat,  barley,  chaff,  trash, 
and  weed  seeds. 

On  March  8,  1916,  the  J.  G.  Permenter  Co.,  a corporation,  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
claimant,  having  filed  its  answer  to  the  libel  admitting  the  allegations  therein, 
but  claiming  that  the  adulteration  and  misbranding  of  the  article  was  not  com- 
mitted by  it,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was 
ordered  by  the  court  that  the  article  should  be  delivered  to  said  claimant1  upon 
the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $500,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the 
act,  conditioned  in  part  that  if  the  article  was  sold  or  disposed  of,  the  branding 
thereof  should  be  such  as  accurately  and  correctly  to  describe  the  same. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4071.  Adultei’ation  of  eoufectiouery,  jelly  eggs.  U.  S.  * * * 30  Barrels 

Confectionery,  Jelly  Eggs.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released  on  bond.  (P.  & D.  No.  2526. 
I.  S.  No.  14843— c.  S.  No.  899.) 

On  March  18,  1911,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  a libel  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation 
of  30  barrels  of  confectionery,  jelly  eggs,  remaining  unsold  in  the  original  un- 
broken packages  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped,  on 
March  16,  1911,  by  Henry  Heide,  New  York,  N„  Y.,  and  transported  from  the 
State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  and  charging  adulteration  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  libel  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
coated  with  talc. 

On  August  1,  1916,  upon  the  stipulation  of  the  said  Henry  Heide,  claimant, 
that  his  answer  theretofore  filed  might  be  withdrawn,  and  that  a decree  of  con- 
demnation and  confiscation  of  said  article  might  be  entered,  judgment  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the 
article  should  be  released  to  said  claimant  upon  the  execution  of  bond  in  the  sum 
of  $200,  in  conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

Carl  Yrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4872.  Adulteration  of  confectionery.  U.  S.  v.  S.  Fislier  & Co.,  a corporation. 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  2859.  I.  S.  No.  12511-c.) 

On  November  13,  1911,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  S. 
Fisher  & Co.,  a corporation,  Hoboken,  N.  J.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  com- 
pany, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  December  31,  1910,  from  the 
State  of  New  Jersey  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  con- 
fectionery which  was  adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled : 44  200  Soft  Boiled 
Eggs,  S.  F.  & Co.  Trade  Mark  Serial  No.  2380.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  it  was  coated  with  talc. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  it  contained  talc. 

On  August  8,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

Cael  Vbooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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-t973.  Adulteration  of  candy.  I'.  S.  * * * v.  Knorpp  Candy  Co.,  a cor- 
poration. Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $20.  (F.  & D.  No.  3090.  I.  S.  No. 

11773-e.) 

On  June  27,  1912,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  Knorpp  Candy  Co.,  a corporation,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  February 
18,  1911,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  of  a 
quantity  of  candy  which  was  adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled,  in  part: 
“ Knorpp’s  Wholesome  Candies.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  candy  was  coated  with  an  acid-insoluble  material, 
which  material  on  analysis  was  shown  to  be  talc. 

It  was  alleged  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  adulterated  for  the 
reason  that  it  contained  talc. 

Or  November  12,  1915,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to 
the  information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $20. 

Cakl  Yrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4‘)74.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  vanilla,  extract.  U.  S.  * * * v. 

Hudson  Manufacturing;  Co.,  a corporation.  I’lea  of  guilty.  Fine, 
$50  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  4658.  I.  S.  No.  36707— e.) 

On  November  14,  1914,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a rejDort  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Hudson  Manufacturing  Co.,  a corporation,  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  June  21, 
1912,  from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  of  a quantity  of 
vanilla  extract  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled:  “Prime  Vanilla  Extract,  Made  from  the  Extractive  matter  of  prime 
vanilla  beans,  and  sweetened  with  cane  sugar,  aged  in  wood,  made  by  the  Hud- 
son Mfg.  Co.,  Chicago,  U.  S.  A.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 


ment showed  the  following  results  : 

Vanillin  (per  cent) 0.16 

Coumarin : Absent. 

Resins  : Medium. 

Normal  lead  number 0.  20 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume)- 20.40 


Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
another  substance,  to  wit,  an  imitation  vanilla  extract,  had  been  mixed  and 
packed  with  genuine  vanilla  extract  in  such  a manner  as  to  reduce  and  lower 
and  injuriously  affect  the  quality  and  strength  of  the  genuine  vanilla  extract, 
which  the  article  of  food  aforesaid  purported  to  be,  and  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  genuine  vanilla  extract,  and  further  had  been  substituted  wholly  for 
genuine  vanilla  extract. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  appearing  on  the 
label  on  the  keg  containing  the  article  of  food  aforesaid  was  false  and  mislead- 
ing, and  deceived  and  misled,  in  that  the  statement,  “ Prime  Vanilla  Extract,” 
represented  to  the  purchaser  that  the  article  was  genuine  vanilla  extract, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  fact,  it  was  not,  but  was  an  imitation  vanilla  extract. 

On  October  T9,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4975.  Adulteration  and  misbranding;  of  tincture  aconite  root,  tincture 
stramonium,  acetanilid  compound  tablets,  acetplientidin  tablets, 
nitroglycerin  tablets,  and  neuralgic  tablets.  U.  S.  * * * v.  A.  E. 

Remick  Pharma  cal  Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $20 
and  costs.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  5012,  6108.  I.  S.  Nos.  16177-d,  16179-d,  16180-d, 
16181-d,  16186-d,  16185-d.) 

On  March  10,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  A.  E. 
Remick  Pharmacal  Co.,  a corporation,  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  March  25,  1912, 
from  the  State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Indiana,  of  quantities  of  tincture 
aconite  root,  tincture  stramonium,  acetanilid  compound  tablets,  acetphenetidin 
tablets,  nitroglycerin  tablets,  and  neuralgic  tablets,  which  were  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  The  tincture  aconite  root  was  labeled:  (On  bottle)  ■‘“‘Tincture 
Aconite  Root,  U.  S.  P.  (Tincture  Aconite)  10  Per  Cent  Strength.  Note. — The 
strength  of  this  tincture  has  been  reduced  from  35  Gm.  of  Aconite  in  100  C.c. 
(Pharmacopoeia,  189*0)  to  10  Gm.  of  Aconite  in  100  C.C.  of  70  per  cent  alcohol 
(Pharmacopoeia  out  in  force  Sept.  1,  1905).  Average  Dose  10  minims  (0.6  C.c.) 
Guaranteed  by  A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co.,  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
June  30,  1906.  Guarantee  No.  22851  Prepared  by  A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co. 
Manufacturing  Pharmaceutists  Chicago,  111.  F.  1207-71.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  this  product  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  the  following  results : 


Aconitine  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.037 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 68.1 


Adulteration  of  this  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharmaco- 
poeia, to  wit,  tincture  aconite  root,  and  the  standard  of  strength  of  said  product 
differed  from  the  standard  of  strength  as  determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in 
the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  investigation,  in  that 
the  said  Pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  each  100  cubic  centimeter  of  the  product 
should  contain  not  less  than  0.045  gram  of  aconitine,  whereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  did  not  contain  in  100  cubic  centimeters  0.045  gram  of  aconitine,  but 
contained (a  much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.037  gram  of  aconitine. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  afore- 
said, and  the  statement,  “ Tincture  Aconite  Root  U.  S.  P.,”  was  false  and  mis- 
leading in  that  the  article  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the 
United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  to  wit  tincture  aconite  root,  and  its  standard  of 
strength  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength  as  determined  by  the  test  laid 
down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  investigation, 
in  that-  the  said  Pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  each  100  cubic  centimeters  of 
the  product  should  contain  not  less  than  0.045  gram  of  aconitine,  whereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  contain  in  100  cubic  centimeters  0.045  gram  of 
aconitine,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.037  gram  of  aconitine. 

The  tincture  stramonium  was  labeled:  (On  bottle)  : “Tincture  Stramonium 
U.  S.  P.  (Tincture  Stramonii)  Stramonium  10  per  cent.  Diluted  alcohol  q,  s. 
Average  Dose  8 minims  (0.5  C.c.)  F1207-50  Guaranteed  by  A.  E.  Remick  Phar- 

macal Co.  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906.  Guarantee  No.  22851 
Prepared  by  A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co.  Manufacturing  Pharamceutists, 
Chicago,  111.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  this  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 


following  results : 

Mydriatic  alkaloids  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.020 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 45.7 
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Adulteration  of  this  article  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  it  was  sold  under 
and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  to  wit,  tincture 
stramonium,  and  its  standard  of  strength  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength 
as  determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  official 
at  the  time  of  investigation,  in  that  the  said  Pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  each 
300  cubic  centimeters  of  the  product  should  contain  0.025  gram  of  mydriatic 
alkaloids,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  contain  in  100  cubic  centi- 
meters 0.025  gram  of  mydriatic  alkaloids,  but  contained  a much  less  amount, 
to  wit,  0.020  gram  of  mydriatic  alkaloids. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  afore- 
said, and  the  statement,  “ Tincture  Stramonium,”  was  false  and  misleading  in 
that  it  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Phar- 
macopoeia, to  wit,  tincture  stramonium,  and  the  standard  of  strength  of  said 
product  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength  as  determined  by  the  test  laid 
down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  investigation, 
in  that  the  said  Pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  each  100  cubic  centimeters  of 
the  product  should  contain  0.025  gram  of  mydriatic  alkaloids,  whereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  did  not  contain  in  100  cubic  centimeters  0.025  grains  of  mydriatic 
alkaloids,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.020  gram  of  mydriatic 
alkaloids. 

The  acetanilid  compound  tablets  were  labeled:  (On  bottle):  “ Compressed 
Tablets  500  Actanilide  Comp.  Bach  tablet  contains : Actanilide  31  grs.  Sodium 
Bicarbonate  1 gr.  Caffeine  1 gr.  Guaranteed  by  A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co., 
under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906.  Guaranty  No.  22851.  Prepared 
by  A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co.  Manufacturing  Pharmaceutists  Chicago,  111.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  this  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 


following  results : 

Acetanilid  ( grains  per  tablet ) 2.  77 

Caffeine  (grains  per  tablet ) 0.  426 


Adulteration  of  this  article  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  it  was  sold  under 
the  following  professed  standard  of  strength,  to  wit,  “Acetanilide  31  grs.  Caf- 
feine 1 gr.  per  tablet,”  whereas,  in  truth  and  In  fact,  the  standard  of  strength  of 
said  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it  was 
sold  in'  that  it  did  not  contain  31  grains  of  acetanilid  and  1 grain  of  caffeine 
per  tablet,  but  contained 'a  much  less  amount,  to  wit,  2.77  grains  of  acetanilid 
and  0.426  grain  of  caffeine  per  tablet. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  afore- 
said, and  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Acetanilide  31  grs.  Caffeine  1 gr.”,  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  said  statements  purported  to  state  that  the  product  con- 
tained 31  grains  of  acetanilid  and  1 grain  of  caffeine,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  did  not,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  2.77  grains  of  acetani- 
lid and  0.426  grain  of  caffein. 

The  acetphenetidin  tablets  were  labeled.:  (On  bottle)  “Compressed  Tablets 
500  Acetphenetidin  U.S.P.  Each  tablet  contains  2 grains  Guaranteed  by  A.  E. 
Remick  Pharmacal  Co.,  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906.  Guar- 
anty No.  22851.  Prepared  by  A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co.  ' Manufacturing 
Pharmaceutists  Chicago,  111.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  this  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed 
the  following  result: 

Acetphenetidin  (grains  per  tablet) 1.47 

Adulteration  of  this  article  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  it  was  sold  under 
the  following  professed  standard  of  strength,  to  wit,  “Acetphenetidin  2 grains 
per  tablet  ”,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  standard  of  strength  of  said 
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product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it  was  sold 
in  that  it  did  not  contain  2 grains  per  tablet  of  acetphenetidin,  but  contained 
a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  1.47  grains  of  acetphenetidin  per  tablet. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  afore- 
said, and  the  statement,  to  wit,  “Acetphenetidin  2 grains  per  tablet”,  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  the  said  statements  purported  to  state  that  the  product 
contained  2 grains  of  acetphenetidin  per  tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
it  did  not,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  1.47  grains  of  acetphene- 
tidin per  tablet. 

The  nitroglycerin  tablets  were  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “1000  Tablet  Triturates 
Nitroglycerin  1-100  grain.  Guaranty  No.  22851.  Prepared  by  A.  E.  Remick 
Pharmacal  Co.  Manufacturing  Pharmaceutists,  Chicago,  Illinois.” 

Analysis'  of  a sanqfie  of  this  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 
following  result : 

Nitroglycerin  (grains  per  tablet) 0.0026 

Adulteration  of  this  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  was  sold  under  the  following  professed  standard  of  strength,  to  wit,  “ Nitro- 
glycerin 1-100  grain  per  tablet  ”,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  standard  of 
strength  of  said  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under 
which  it  was  sold  in  that  it  did  not  contain  1-100  grain  per  tablet  of  nitro- 
glycerin, but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.0026  grain  of  nitroglycerin 
per  tablet. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  afore- 
said, and  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ 1000  Tablet  Triturates  Nitroglycerin  1-100 
grain,”  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  statement  purported  to  state  that 
the  product  contained  1-100  of  a grain  of  nitroglycerin  per  tablet,  whereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.0026 
grain  of  nitroglycerin  per  tablet. 

The  neuralgic  tablets  were  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “500  Sugar  Coated  Tablets 
Neuralgic  Gross  Morphine  Sulphate,  1-20  gr.  Quinine  Sulphate,  2 grs.  Arsenic 
Trioxide,  1-20  gr.  Ext.  Aconite  Leaves,  1-2  gr.  Strychnine,  1-30  gr.  Guaranteed 
by : A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co.,  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906. 
Guaranty  No.  22S51.  Prepared  by  A.  E.  Remick  Pharmacal  Co.,  Manufacturing 
Pharmaceutists,  Chicago,  111.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  this  article  by  said  Bureau*  of  Chemistry  showed  the 
following  result: 

Total  alkaloid  (calculated  as  quinine  sulphate,)  (grains  per 
tablet) 1.34 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  it  was  sold  under 
the  following  professed  standard  of  strength,  to  wit : “ Quinine  Sulphate  2 grs. 
per  tablet,”  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  standard  of  strength  of  said 
product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it  was  sold 
in  that  it  did  not  contain  2 grains  of  quinine  sulphate  per  tablet  but  contained 
a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  1.34  grains  quinine  sulphate  per  tablet. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  article  was  labeled  as  afore- 
said, and  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Quinine  Sulphate  2 grs.  per  tablet,”  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  the  statement  purported  to  state  that  the  article  con- 
tained 2 grains  of  quinine  sulphate  per  tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it 
did  not,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  1.34  grains  of  quinine 
sulphate  per  tablet. 

On  October  16,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $20  and  costs. 

Carl,  Vroowan,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4976.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  “ Peppermint  Dash.’’  U.  S.  * * * 

v.  Win.  J.  Stange  Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $10  and 
costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  5057.  I.  S.  No.  6004— d.) 

On  March  10,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Wm.  J.  Stange  Co.,  a corporation,  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  com- 
pany, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  March  28,  1912,  from  the 
State  of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  of  a quantity  of  “ Peppermint 
Dash,”  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled,  in 
part : “ Peppermint  Dash  * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results : 

Oil,  by  Mitchell -Howard  method : None. 

Solids  (per  cent  by  weight) 0.  20 

Colo'r : Tartrazin. 

Ethyl  alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 2.  35 

Methyl  alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 14.65 


It  was  alleged  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  adulterated  for  the 
reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  an  imitation  peppermint  product  containing 
no  peppermint  oil,  which  said  peppermint  oil  is  an  essential  ingredient  of  a pep- 
permint product,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  with  the'  article  so  as  to  reduce 
and  lower  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and  had  been  substi- 
tuted wholly  for  a genuine  peppermint  product,  which  it  purported  to  be; 
further,  in  that  the  article  had  been  colored  in  a manner  whereby  its  inferiority 
was  concealed ; and  further,  in  that  it  consisted  of  an  imitation  peppermint 
product  containing  wood  alcohol,  which  was  an  added  poisonous  and  deleterious 
ingredient,  which  might  render  the  article  injurious  to  health. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement  on  the  label  was 
false  and  misleading  and  deceived  and  misled  in  that  the  statement,  “ Pepper- 
mint Dash,”  represented  to  the  purchaser  that  the  article  was  a peppermint 
product,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not,  but  was  an  imitation  pepper- 
mint product,  containing  no  peppermint  oil,  which  is  an  essential  ingredient  of 
a peppermint  product. 

On  October  16,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  in- 
formation, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10  and  costs. 

Carl  Yrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


630 


BUREAU  OF  CHEMISTRY. 


[Supplement  30. 


4077.  Adulteration  and  laisbranding  of  acetplienetidin  tablets,  aspirin 
tablets,  essence  of  pepsin,  tinctura  aconiti,  tinctura  cinchonae, 
tinetnra  nncis  vomicae,  nitroglycerin  tablets,  and  liniment  um 
eampborae.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Trnax,  Greene  & Co,,  a corporation. 

Plea  of  gnilty.  Fine,  $200  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  5082,  5176.  I.  S. 
Nos.  20992— d,  20995-d,  20991-d,  20976-d,  20989-d,  20994-d,  20977-d,  20983-d.) 

On  March  10.  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Truax, 
Greene  & Co.,  a corporation,  Chicago,  111.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company, 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  May  7,  1912,  from  the  State 
of  Illinois  into  the  State  of  Indiana,  of  a quantity  of  acetphenetidin  tablets, 
aspirin  tablets,  essence  of  pepsin,  tinctura  aconiti,  tinctura  cinchonae,  tinc- 
tura nucis  vomicae,  nitroglycerin  tablets,  and  linimentum  camphorae,  which 
were  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  acetphenetidin  tablets  were  labeled: 
(On  bottle)  “Compressed  Tablets  500  Acetphenetidin  U.  S.  P.  5 gr.  Guaran- 
teed under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  80,  1906.  Serial  No.  1222.  Truax, 
Greene  & Co.  Chicago.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  the  following  result : 

Acetphenetidin  (grains  per  tablet) 4.196 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
said  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it  was 
sold,  in  that  the  statement,  “ Compressed  Tablets  500  Acetphenetidin  U.  S.  P. 
5 gr.,”  purported  to  state  the  standard  of  strength  of  said  product  to  be  5 grains 
acetphenetidin  per  tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  product  fell  below 
the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that  it  did  not 
contain  5 grains  acetphenetidin  per  tablet,  but  did  contain  a much  less  amount, 
to  wit,  4.196  grains  acetphenetidin  per  tablet. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Com- 
pressed Tablets  500  Acetphenetidin  U.  S.  P.  5 gr.,”  was  false  and  misleading  in 
that  said  statement  purported  to  state  that  the  product  contained  5 grains 
acetphenetidin  per  tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  contain  5 
grains  acetphenetidin  per  tablet,  but  contained  a much  less  amount  of  acetphene- 
tidin per  tablet. 

The  aspirin  tablets  were  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “Compressed  Tablets  1000 
Aspirin  5 Grains  Manufactured  in  Laboratories  of  Truax,  Greene  & Co.  171- 
73-75  N.  Wabash  Ave.  Chicago. — Hancock,  R.  Ph.  Guaranteed  under  the  Food 
and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906,  Serial  No.  1222.  2585.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 
following  result : 

Aspirin  (grains  per  tablet) 4.16 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  said  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it 
was  sold,  in  that  the  statement,  “ Compressed  Tablets  1000  Aspirin  5 Grains,” 
purported  to  state  the  standard  of  strength  of  said  product  to  be  5 grains 
aspirin  per  tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  said  product  fell  below 
the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that  it  did  not 
contain  5 grains  of  aspirin  per  tablet,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit, 
4.16  grains  per  tablet. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Com- 
pressed Tablets  1000  Aspirin  5 Grains,”  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  said 
Statement  purported  to  state  that  the  product  contained  5 grains  aspirin  per 
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tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not  contain  5 grains  aspirin  per 
tablet,  but  a much  less  amount  of  aspirin  per  tablet. 

The  essence  of  pepsin  was  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “Essentia  pepsini,  N.  F. 
Essence  of  Pepsin  10  per  cent  Alcohol.  Each  fluid  ounce  contains  10  grains  of 
pure  pepsin.  (U.  S.  P.)  with  Remain  and  Lactic  Acid,  Glycerin,  Syrup  and 
White  Wine.  Digestant.  Average  Dose — 8 C.  c.  ( 2 fluid-drachms ) Guaranteed 
under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906.  Serial  number  1222.  Tims, 
Greene  & Co.,  Chicago.”  (Illegible  stamp.) 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 
following  result: 

U.  S.  P.  pepsin  ( grains  to  the  fluid  ounce ) 4.56 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  said  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it 
was  sold,  in  that  the  statement,  “ Essence  of  Pepsin  10  per  cent  Alcohol.  Each 
fluid  ounce  contains  10  grains  of  pure  pepsin,”  purported  to  state  the  standard  of 
strength  of  said  product  to  be  10  grains  pure  pepsin  per  fluid  ounce,  whereas,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  the  said  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength 
under  which  it  was  sold,  in  that  it  did  not  contain  10  grains  pure  pepsin  per 
fluid  ounce,  but  contained  a much  less  amount  of  pepsin  per  fluid  ounce,  to  wit, ' 
4.56  grains  of  pepsin  per  fluid  ounce. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “Essence  of 
Pepsin  10  per  cent  Alcohol.  Each  fluid  ounce  contains  10  grains  of  pure  Pepsin,” 
was  false  and  misleading  in  that  said  statement  purported  to  state  that  the 
product  contained  10  grains  of  pure  pepsin  per  fluid  ounce,  whereas  in  truth 
and  in  fact  it  did  not,  but  did  contain  a much  less  amount. 

The  tincfura  aconiti  was  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “Poison  Tinetura  Aconiti 
U.  S.  P.  Eighth  Revision  Menstrum  75  per  cent.  Alcohol,  Standard  0.045  per 
cent,  of  Aconitine.  Dose — 3 to  10  minims  (0.20 — 1 C.  c.)  Guaranteed  under 
the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906.  Serial  number  1222.  Truax,  Greene 
& Co.  Chicago. — D.  Palmer.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  tlie 


following  results : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 60. 1 

Aconitine  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.03 


Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  said  product  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States 
Pharmacopoeia,  to  wit,  tinetura  aconiti,  and  the  standard  of  strength  of  the 
said  product  different  from  the  standard  of  strength  as  determined  by  the  test 
laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  investiga- 
tion, in  that  the  said  pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  each  100  cubic  centimeters 
of  tlie  said  product  should  contain  not  less  than  0.045  gram  of  aconitine,  whereas 
in  truth  and  in  fact  the  said  product  did  not  contain  0.045  gram  of  aconitine 
in  each  100  cubic  centimeters  of  said  product,  but  contained  a much  less  amount 
of  aconitine,  to  wit,  0.031  gram  of  aconitine. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “ Tincture 
Aconiti  U.  S.  P.  Eighth  Revision,”  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  the  product 
was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia, 
to  wit,  tinetura  aconiti,  and  the  standard  of  strength  of  the  product  differed 
from  the  standard  of  strength  as  determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  United 
States  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  investigation,  in  that  the  said 
Pharmacopoeia,  prescribed  that  each  100  cubic  centimeters  of  said  product 
should  contain  not  less  than  0.045  gram  of  aconitine,  whereas  in  truth  and  in 
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fact  the  said  product  did  not  contain  0.045  gram  of  aconitine,  but  contained  a 
much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.031  gram  of  aconitine.  Misbranding  was  alleged 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  “ 75  per  cent.  Alcohol,”  did  not  state 
the  proportion  of  alcohol  present  in  said  product  in  the  size  of  type,  to  wit, 
S-point  (brevier)  capitals,  required  by  paragraph  (c)  of  regulation  17  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Enforcement  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

The  tinctura  cinchonae  was  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “ Tinctura  Cinchonae 

U.  S.  P.  Eighth  Revision  Contains  05  per  cent  alcohol.  Standard  0.75  per  cent, 
of  anhydrous  ether-soluble  Alkaloids  of  Cinchona.  Dose  i to  2 drachms  (2-8 
c.  c.)  Guaranteed  by  Truax,  Greene  & Co.,  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
June  30.  1906.  Serial  number  1222.  Truax,  Greene  & Company,  Manufacturers 
and  Jobbers  of  Physicians  and  Hospital  Supplies.  Chicago,  U.  S.  A.  A.  D. 
Palmer,  E.  Ph.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 


following  results : 

Anhydrous  ether-soluble  alkaloids  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.  472 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 62 


United  States  Pharmacopoeia  requires  75  grams  anhydrous  ether- 
soluble  alkaloids,  there  being  about  37  per  cent  shortage. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  said  product  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States 
Pharmacopoeia,  to  wit,  tinctura  cinchonae,  and  the  standard  of  strength  of  said 
product  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength  as  determined  by  the  test  laid 
down  in  the  sard  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  investigation,  in  that 
the  said  Pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  each  100  cubic  centimeters  of  the 
product  should  contain  not  less  than  0.75  gram  of  anhydrous  ether-soluble 
alkaloids,  whereas  in  truth  and  in  fact  the  said  product  did  not  contain  0.75 
gram  of  anhydrous  ether-soluble  alkaloids  in  each  100  cubic  centimeters  thereof, 
but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.472  gram  of  anhydrous  ether- 
soluble  alkaloids  in  each  100  cubic  centimeters. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “ Tinctura 
Cinchonae  U.  S.  P.  Eighth  Revision  Contains  65  per  cent  alcohol,  Standard 
0.75  per  cept.  of  anhydrous  ether-soluble  Alkaloids  of  Cinchona,”  was  false  and 
misleading  in  that  the  said  product  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized 
in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  to  wit,  “ Tinctura  Cinchonae,”  and  the 
standard  of  strength  of  said  product  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength  as 
determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  official 
at  the  time  of  investigation,  in  that  the  said  Pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  each 
100  cubic  centimeters  of  the  product  should  contain  not  less  than  0.75  gram  of 
anhydrous  ether-soluble  alkaloids,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  product 
did  not  contain  0.75  gram  of  anhydrous  ether-soluble  alkaloids  in  each  100  cubic 
centimeters  thereof,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.472  gram  of 
ether-soluble  alkaloids  in  each  100  cubic  centimeters.  Misbranding  was  alleged 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  “ 65  per  cent  alcohol,”  did  not  state 
the  proportion  of  alcohol  present  in  said  product  in  the  size  of  type,  to  wit,  8- 
point  (brevier)  capitals,  required  by  paragraph  (c)  of  regulation  17,  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Enforcement  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

The  tinctura  nucis  vomicae  was  labeled : “ Tinctura  Nucis  Vomicae — Poison. 
V.  S.  Eighth  Revision.  Contains  72  per  cent.  Alcohol.  Standard — 0.1  per  cent, 
of  Strychnin.  Dose — 5 to  20  minims.  (0.30 — 1.30  C.  c. ) Trade  Mark  (Mono- 
gram) T.  G.  Co.  Manufactured  in  Laboratories  of  Truax,  Greene  & Co. 
171-73-75  N.  Wabash  Ave.,  Chicago,  111.  Guaranteed  by  Truax,  Greene  & Co., 
under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906.  Serial  No.  1222.  59655.” 
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Analysis'  of  a sample  of  tlie  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 


following  results : 

Strychnine  (per  cent) 0.063 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 62.3 


Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  said  product  was  sold  under  the  following  professed  standard  of  strength 
to  wit,  “ 0.1  per  cent,  of  Strychnin,”  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the  standard 
of  said  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard  of  strength  under  which  it 
was  sold,  in  that  it  did  not  contain  0.1  per  cent  of  strychnine,  but  contained 
;i  much  less  amount  of  strychnine,  to  wit,  0.063  per  cent  of  strychnine. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ 0.1  per 
cent,  of  Strychnin,”  was  false  and  misleading,  in  that  said  statement  purported 
to  state  that  the  product  contained  0.1  per  cent  of  strychnine,  whereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  did  not  contain  0.1  per  cent  of  strychnine,  but  contained  a much 
less  amount,  to  wit,  0.063  per  cent  of  strychnine.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for 
the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  “ 72  per  cent.  Alcohol,”  did  not  state 
the  proportion  of  alcohol  present  in  said  product  in  the  size  of  type,  to  wit, 
S-point  (brevier)  capitals,  required  by  paragraph  (c)  of  regulation  17,  of  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  for  the  Enforcement  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act. 

The  nitroglycerin  tablets  were  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “Tablet  Triturates  2000 
Nitroglycerin  1-100  Gr.  Guaranteed  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30, 
1906.  Serial  Number  1222.  Truax,  Greene  & Co.  Chicago.  Wm.  B.  Han- 
cock.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 
following  result : 

Nitroglycerin  (grains  per  tablet) 0.006 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  said  product  was  sold  under  the  following  professed  standard  of 
strength,  to  wit,  “ Nitroglycerin  1-100  Gr.,”  per  tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  the  standard  of  strength  of  the  product  fell  below  the  professed  standard 
of  strength,  in  that  the  said  product  did  not  contain  1-100  grain  of  nitro- 
glycerin per  tablet,  but  contained  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.006  grain  of 
nitroglycerin  per  tablet 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “ Tablets  Tri- 
turates 2000  Nitroglycerin  1-100  Gr.,”  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  said 
statement  purported  to  state  that  the  product  contained  1-100  grain  of  nitro- 
glycerin per  tablet,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not,  but  did  contain 
a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  0.006  grain  of  nitroglycerin  per  tablet. 

The  linimentum  camphorae  was  labeled:  (On  bottle)  “ Linimentum  Cam- 
phorae,  U.  S.  P.  (Camphor  liniment)  Contains  20  per  cent.  Camphor  gum 
dissolved  in  Cotton-seed  Oil.  Camphorated  Oil  may  be  employed  for  the  relief 
of  sprains,  bruises  and  rheumatic  pains,  and  as  mild  counter-irritant  in  bron- 
chitis.” (monogram)  “ TGCo.  Trade  Mark,  Manufactured  in  Laboratories  of 
Truax,  Greene  & Co.  171-73-75  N.  Wabash  Ave.  Chicago,  111.  Guaranteed  by 

Truax,  Greene  & Co.,  under  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  June  30,  1906.  Serial 

No.  1222.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  the 
following  result: 

Camphor  (per  cent) 14.65 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  iu  the  information  for  the  reason 

that  the  product  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United 
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States  Pharmacopoeia,  to  wit,  linimentum  camphorae,  and  the  standard  of 
strength  of  said  product  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength  as  determined 
by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time 
of  investigation,  in  that  the  said  Pharmacopoeia  prescribed  that  the  said  product 
should  contain  not  less  than  20  per  cent  of  camphor,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  did  not,  but  did  contain  a much  less  amount,  to  wit,  14.65  per  cent  of 
camphor. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  “20  per  cent. 
Camphor  gum,”  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  said  statement  purported  to 
state  that  the  product  contained  20  per  cent  of  camphor,  whereas,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  did  not,  but  a much  less  amount. 

On  February  11,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $200  and  costs. 

Gael  Vbooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4978  (Supplement  to  Notice  of  Judgment  4330.)  Adulteration  and  mis- 
branding  of  eider.  U.  S.  v.  Jacob  Shueari  (National  Bottling-  Co.). 
Retrial  to  tlie  court  and  a jury.  Verdict  of  guilty.  Fine,  $400  and 
costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  5486.  I.  S.  No.  36262-e.) 

On  May  8,  1916,  the  case  of  the  United  States  v.  Jacob  Shucart,  doing  business 
under  the  name  of  the  National  Bottling  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  involving  the  ship- 
ment of  a quantity  of  cider,  which  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  mis- 
branded, having  come  on  for  retrial  by  the  court  and  jury,  after  the  submission 
of  evidence  and  arguments  by  counsel,  the  court  delivered  its  charge  to  the 
jury  and  a verdict  of  guilty  was  returned,  whereupon  the  court  imposed  a fine 
of  $200  on  each  of  two  counts  of  the  information,  making  an  aggregate  fine 
of  $400  with  the  costs,  of  the  proceedings. 

On  May  9,  1916,  defendant  by  his  counsel  filed  his  motion  for  a new  trial 
and  in  arrest  of  judgment,  which  was  overruled  by  the  court,  whereupon  the 
defendant  filed  his  petition  for  a writ  of  error  and  assignment  of  errors,  which 
writ  was  allowed,  and  the  case  was  carried  on  said  writ  of  error  in  the  United 
States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Eighth  Circuit,  On  May  10,  1917,  the 
writ  of  error  was  dismissed  by  stipulation  of  the  parties,  and  thus  the  judg- 
ment of  the  lower  court  stands  confirmed. 


Cakl  Vbooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4079.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  brandy.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Leo  Simon 

and  Fanny  Brunhild  (Brunhild,  Simon  & Co.).  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  $25.  (F.  & D.  No.  5522.  I.  S.  No.  3232-k.) 

On  April  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Leo 
Simon  and  Fanny  Brunhild,  trading  as  Brunhild,  Simon  & Co.,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  on  March  24,  1915,  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  of  a quantity  of  brandy  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The 
article  was  labeled,  in  part:  “A  compound  of  Brandy  and  Grain  distillate 
* * * Cal.  Brandy.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  the  following  results,  expressed  as  grams  per  100  liters  to 


100  proof,  unless  otherwise  indicated : 

Proof  (degrees) __ 88.2 

Acidity  as  acetic 19.  0 

Fusel  oil 24.  9 

Esters 10.0 

Aldehydes— 1.  4 

Furfural 0>.  3 


These  results  show  the  addition  of  a considerable  portion  of  neu- 
tral spirits. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
a certain  substance,  to  wit,  neutral  spirits,  had  been  substituted,  wholly  or  in 
part,  for  California  brandy,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  following  statement  regard- 
ing the  article  and  the  ingredients  and  substances  contained  therein  appearing 
on  the  commercial  end  of  the  keg,  to  wit,  “ * * * Cal.  Brandy,”  not  cor- 

rected by  the  additional  statement  on  the  opposite-  end  of  the  barrel,  to  wit, 
“A  compound  of  Brandy  and  Distillate,”  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it 
indicated  to  purchasers  thereof  that  the  article  consisted  wholly  of  California 
brandy,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to 
deceive  and  mislead  purchasers  into  the  belief  that  the  said  article  consisted 
wholly  of  California  brandy,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not,  but  did 
consist  of,  to  wit,  a mixture  of  California  brandy  and  neutral  spirits. 

On  May  10,  1916,  the  defendants  filed  their  motion  to  quash  the  information, 
which  motion  was  denied,  as  will  more  fully  appear  from  the  following  opinion 
by  the  court  (Dickinson,  J.)  : 

The  district  attorney,  in  his  official  capacity,  instituted  proceedings  against 
the  defendant  for  a violation  of  the  food  and  drugs  statues  through  and  by  an 
information.  The  defendant  has  mov.ed  to  quash  the  proceedings  because,  as  is 
averred,  they  did  not  in  actual  fact  have  the  previous  sanction  of  an  allowance 
by  the  court.  In  every  proceeding,  whether  criminal  or  civil,  before  the  cause 
can  be  determined  by  a court  and  judgment  go  against  the  defendant,  the  court 
must  have  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  and  of  the  person  of  the  defend- 
ant. The  first  is  necessary  because  the  court  can  not  proceed  to  render  judg- 
ment unless  vested  with  the  lawful  power  and  authority  to  do  so.  The  second 
is  necessary  in  order  to  meet  the  requirement  of  justice  that  both  sides  shall 
be  heard.  Although,  therefore,  jurisdiction  of  the  subject  matter  may  exist, 
some  process  must  be  resorted  to  in  order  to  bring  the  defendant  into  court. 
This  process,  it  is  clear,  must  be  a lawful  process  in  the  sense  that  it  must 
be  such  as  the  law  recognizes  as  sufficient  to  justify  the  finding  that  the  par- 
ties' whose  rights  are  to  be  adjudged  are  before  the  court  with  the  opportunity 
to  be  heard.  Hence  we  have  provisions  made  for  forms  of  writs  and  the  man- 
ner of  service.  The  established  practice  of  the  courts  supplies  us  with  informa- 
tion of  what  these  provisions  are.  The  sanction  or  authority  for  some  of 
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them  is  to  be  found  in  statutes;  for  others  their  accepted  usage  in  a long 
established  practice  or  in  the  recognition  of  the  inherent  power  of  the  courts 
to  adopt  and  issue  appropriate  writs  of  process.  In  criminal  procedure  against 
individuals  several  inodes  of  bringing  the  defendant  to  trial  have  come  to  be 
well  known  and  accepted  as  usual  and  because  of  this,  regular.  They  are  all 
followed  by  a trial  in  open  court.  One  is  by  a complaint,  followed  successively 
by  a warrant  of  arrest,  a preliminary  hearing  before  a magistrate,  and  an  in- 
dictment by  a grand  jury.  Another  is  by  the  presentment  of  a grand  jury  fol- 
lowed by  the  issuance  of  a bench  Warrant  without  the  preliminary  complaint 
and  hearing.  Still  another  is  an  information  emanating  from  the  official  rep- 
resentative of  the  sovereign  power  in  lieu  of  the  other  procedure  preceding  the 
indictment.  In  the  course  of  time  some  of  these  processes,  although  recognized 
as  lawful  in  the  sense  of  being  authorized  by  law,  were  or  were  thought  to  be 
at  least  fraught  with  the  possibility  of  abuse  resulting  in  oppression.  Out  of 
this  sprang  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  like 
provisions  of  the  constitutions  of  different  States.  The  practice  of  the  courts 
must,  of  course,  yield  to  these  mandates.  The  practice  followed  in  the  instant 
case  must  therefore  meet  these  two  tests.  It  must  be  in  accord  with  recognized 
procedure  and  it  must  not  be  within  the  inhibitions  of  the  Federal  Constitution. 

The  legal  literature  of  the  subject  supplies  us  with  a rich  mine  of  learning, 
an  opening  into  which  is  afforded  by  the  opinion  in  Weeks  v.  U.  S.,  216  Fed. 
Rep..  292.  Into  this,  however,  we  need  not  delve  further  than  to  extract  the 
fact  that  prosecutions  by  information  have  long  had  a recognized  place  in 
criminal  procedure.  This  narrows  the  inquiry  into  the  constitutional  pro- 
visions. It  is  clear  that  they  are  directed  against  arrests  and  seizures,  and  be- 
cause of  this  have  no  application  to  the  case  before  us.  In  form,  informations 
proceed  with  the  leave  of  court.  Whether  this  leave  is  made  formal  or  actual 
is  a matter  of  practice  to  be  regulated  by  the  courts.  Actual  leave  may  be  ex- 
acted, or  it  may  be  permitted  to  be  assumed,  unless  and  until  challenged.  The 
latter  we  think  to  be  the  established  practice,  and  to  be  on  the  whole  the  better 
practice,  because  it  leaves  the  propriety  of  the  proceeding  to  be  determined  on 
its  merits.  The  distinction  between  proceedings  in  which  the  sovereign  is 
directly  concerned  and  those  which  directly  concern  private  persons  is  of 
doubtful  practical  value.  It  narrows  and  limits  the  control  of  the  courts  over 
its  process  by  shifting  the  inquiry  from  the  broad  one  of  whether  the  proceed- 
ing should  go  on  to  a narrow  inquiry  into  the  mere  nature  of  the  offense 
charged. 

The  practice  adopted,  as  we  are  informed,  in  the  western  district  of  this 
circuit  of  requiring  actual  leave  before  permitting  informations  to  be  tiled  pre- 
sents certain  advantages,  as  does  the  practice  followed  in  other  jurisdictions 
of  permitting  leave  to  be  assumed  until  challenged,  but  each  comes  in  the  -end 
to  be  the  same. 

We  find  no  abuse  of  process  in  the  present  case  and  no  reason  to  revoke  the 
leave,  by  virtue  of  which  the  information  purports  to  have  been  filed. 

The  motion  to  quash  is  denied. 

On  December  11,  1916,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4980.  Adulteration  and  misbranding’  of  fluid  extract  cinchona.  U.  S.  * * * 

v.  Tlie  G.  F.  Harvey  Co.,  a corporation.  Tided  to  tlie  court  and  a 
jury.  Verdict  of  guilty.  Fine.  $200.  (F.  & D.  No.  5388.  I.  S.  No. 

1649-e.) 

On  February  19,  1914,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  an  information  against 
the  G.  F.  Harvey  Co.,  a corporation,  Saratoga  Springs,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  Novem- 
ber 8,  1912,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New.  Jersey,  of  a 
quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Fluid  Extract  Cinchona,”  which  was 
adulterated  and  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  the  following  result  : 

Anhydrous  ether-soluble  alkaloids  (grams  per  100  cc) 2.97 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason-  that 
it  was  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharma- 
copoeia, to  wit,  fluid  extract  of  cinchona,  and  differed  from  the  standard  of 
strength,  quality,  and  purity  as  determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  said 
Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  the  investigation  and  shipment  of  said 
article,  In  that  said  Pharmacopoeia  specifies  that  fluid  extract  of  cinchona 
shall  contain  4 grams  of  anhydrous  ether-soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona  per 
100  cc,  whereas  said  article  did  not  contain  said  amount  of  anhydrous  ether- 
solpble  alkaloids  from  cinchona  per  100  cc,  but  did  contain  a less  amount  of 
said  alkaloids,  to  wit,  2.97  grams  per  100  cc. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Fluid 
Extract  Cinchona,”  borne  on  the  label,  was  false  and  misleading,  in  that  it  pur- 
ported and  represented  to  purchasers  that  said  article  was  fluid  extract  of 
cinchona,  a product  well  known  to  contain  4 grams  of  anhydrous  ether-soluble 
alkaloids  from  cinchona  per  100  cc,  whereas,  in  fact,  it  was  not,  but  was  a so- 
called  fluid  extract  of  cinchona  containing  a less  amount  of  anhydrous  ether- 
soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona  per  100  cc,  to  wit,  2.97  grams  of  said  alkaloids 
per  100  cc.^ 

On  June  21,  1916,  the  case  having  come  on  for  trial  before  the  court  and  jury, 
after  the  submission  of  evidence  and  arguments  by  counsel,  the  following 
charge  was  delivered  to  the  jury  by  the  court  (Ray,  D.  J .)  : 

> Gentlemen  of  the  jury,  this  trial  has  occupied  many  days  and  I have  allowed 
to  the  defendant  considerable  latitude  to  the  end  that  every  question  involved 
might  be  fully  and  fairly  presented  to  the  court  and  to  the  jury.  However, 
the  questions  involved  are  narrowel  so  far  as  you  are  concerned  to  one,  and 
that  question  is.  Did  the  defendant,  The  G.  F.  Harvey  Co.,  on  or  about  the  8th 
day  of  November,  1912,  deliver  for  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  from  the 
city  of  Saratoga  Springs  in  the  State  of  New  York  consigned  to  C.  B.  Smith 
& Co.  at  Newark,  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  three  1-pint  bottles  containing 
an  article  designed  and  intended  to  be  used  as  a drug  and  which  was  labeled, 
marked,  and  branded  as  described  in  the  information,  viz,  “ This  preparation 
contains  not  more  than  68  per  cent  alcohol  by  volume.  Assayed.  Fluid 
extract  cinchona,  yellow  cinchona  calisaya.  Weddell.  12312.  88405.  Dose, 
15  to  60  minims.  The  G.  F.  Harvey  Co.,”  and  did  this  fluid  extract  so  offered 
for  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  by  the  defendant  differ  from  the  standard 
of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  as  determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  United 
States  Pharmacopoeia  or  National  Formulary  official  at  the  time  of  shipment, 
when  the  offense,  if  any,  was  committed? 

It  is  conceded  by  the  defendant  by  stipulation  in  writing  and  in  evidence  that 
the  defendant  is  a corporation  organized  and  existing  under  by  virtue  of  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  New  York  and  that  its  office  and  principal  place  of  busi- 
ness is  Saratoga  Springs  in  the  Northern  District  of  New  York.  That  on  or 
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about  the  8th  clay  of  November,  1012,  the  defendant  did  ship  from  the  city  of 
Saratoga  Springs  in  the  State  of  New  York  to  C.  B.  Smith  & Oo.  of  Newark, 
N.  J.,  a consignment  consisting  of  three  1-pint  bottles  containing  a liquid  de- 
signed and  intended  to  be  used  as  a drug  and  which  bottles  were  then  and  there 
designated  as  to  the  contents  thereof  and  labeled,  marked,  and  branded  as  ( set 
forth  in  the  information  in  this  case  and  which  label  and  brand  I have  already 
recited.  It  is  also  stipulated  and  conceded  and  admitted  by  the  defendant  that 
the  samples  of  this  consignment  consisting  of  the  three  bottles  taken  were 
sold  by  the  said  -C.  B.  Smith  & Co.  to  Herman  Lincl,  an  inspector  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  after  being  properly  marked  and  identified 
by  him  with  the  marks,  “ L S.  No.  1649-e,”  ancl  that  no  change  was  made  in 
said  samples  of  three  bottles  from  the  time  the  same  was  sold  and  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  by  the  defendant  to  said  C.  B.  Smith  & Co.  up  to  the 
time  the  same  was  sold  and  delivered  by  that  company  to  said  Lind. 

The  evidence  shows  without  contradiction,  so  far  as  any  evidence  has  been 
given  on  the  subject,  that  Lind,  an  inspector  of  the  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  turned  these  three  bottles  of  this  mixture,  fluid  extract  of 
cinchona  over  to  the  Department  of  Agriculture  at  Washington,  D.  G,  with 
seals,  etc.,  unbroken,  except  as  to  one  bottle  which  was  assayed  or  tested  by 
Mr.  Darling,  another  employee  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  in  the  State 
of  New  York,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not  it  was  up  to  stand- 
ard. The  evidence  also  shows  that  one  of  the  bottles  of  fluid  extract  so  pur- 
chased of  C.  B.  Smith  & Co.  and  shipped  to  that  company  by  the  defendant  was 
returned  with  the  seal,  etc.,  unbroken  to  the  defendant  here  so  as  to  enable  it 
to  make  an  examination  as  to  its  strength,  quality,  etc.  The  other  two  bottles 
were  retained  by  the  United  States  and  one  of  same  has  been  produced  in  court. 
The  evidence  shows  or  tends  to  show  that  both  bottles  retained  by  the  Govern- 
ment were  examined  and  tested  by  it  and  that  one  of  them  has  been  broken, 
lost,  or  destroyed  without  fault  on  the  part  of  anyone.  On  being  tested  and  ex- 
amined in  the  manner  prescribed  and  pointed  out  by  law  the  Government  con- 
tends that  the  two  bottles  examined,  tested,  and  assayed  by  it  shows  that  the 
composition  or  fluid  extract  contains  only,  in  round  numbers,  three-quarters  of 
the  essential  ingredients  of  such  a mixture  and  that  it  was  therefore  far  below 
the  required  standard  and  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  Pure 
Food  and  Drugs  Act  of  June  30,  1906,  as  subsequently  amended  and  as  in  force 
at  the  time  of  the  sale  and  shipment  mentioned.  Two  different  chemists  of  ex- 
perience and  connected  with  the  Department  of  Agriculture  at  Washington. 
D.  C.,  Mr.  Darling  and  Mr.  Wright  tested  and  analyzed  these  two  bottles  and 
they  have  given  the  contents  as  to  the  essentials  as  follows : Darling,  first  trial, 
2.97  grams,  second  trial,  2.95  grains;  Mr.  Wright,  first  sample,  2.87  grams; 
second  sample,  2.99  grams.;  third  sample,  2.84  grams  per  TOO  cubic  centimeters, 
when  under  the  law  it  should  have  contained  4 grams  per  100  cubic  centimeters 
of  the  anhydrous  ether  soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona. 

The  standard  required  by  the  law  is  4 grams  for  the  ingredients  to  which 
attention  has  just  been  called. 

The  third  bottle  which  was  returned  to  the  defendant  was  examined  and 
analyzed  it  is  claimed  by  Mr.  Ellery,  a chemist  of  the  Union  College  at  Schenec- 
tady, N.  Y.,  and  he  found  that  it  contained  the  following  of  the  essentials  re- 
ferred to,  viz,  first  sample,  3.786  grams ; second  sample,  3.902  grams ; third 
sample,  3.766  grains  per  100  cubic  centimeters. 

He  says  he  took  three  samples  from  the  bottle  and  made  three  separate  tests 
and  that  the  results  were  as  stated. 

This  test  made  by  this  professor  of  chemistry  employed  by  the  defendant 
company  shows,  as  you  will  readily  see,  that  the  samples  or  bottle  of  this  eom- 
pound  or  fluid  extract  tested  by  him  contained  less  of  the  essential  substances 
than  is  required  by  the  standard  set  up  in  the  statute.  Prof.  Grose  says  he 
tested  the  contents  and  found : First  test,  3.9  grams,  and  second  test,  4.1  grams. 
But  this  was  made  last  Wednesday,  the  14  of  this  month,  and  that  the  fluid  ex- 
tract had  undergone  changes. 

The  Government  further  contends  that  this  bottle  or  these  bottles  of  fluid 
extract  so  sold  and  shipped  by  the  defendant,  and  which  were  but  a part  of  a 
larger  quantity,  were  not  manufactured,  -compounded,  and  put  up  as  they  should 
have  been  to  insure  the  required  and  necessary  degree  of  strength  as  pertains  to 
the  essential  ingredients  and  that  the  result  was  necessarily  an  inferior  quality 
which  differed  considerably  from  the  standard.  The  Government  further  con- 
tends that  when  this  fluid  extract  had  been  run  through  the  percolator  at  the 
factory  of  the  defendant  it  was  found  by  the  defendant  itself  and  known  to  it 
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that  the  fluid  extract  fell  short  of  the  standard  and  that  offering  it  for  sale 
and  shipping  it  in  interstate  commerce  at  that  strength  would  have  been  a 
plain  violation  of  the  statute  and  would  have  subjected  the  defendant  to  the 
fines  and  penalties  prescribed  by  law. 

The  Government  contends  that  thereupon  the  defendant  undertook  to  remedy 
the  defect  by  putting  into  the  mass  of  fluid  extract  in  one  receptacle  or  con- 
tainer a quantity  of  quinine  and  cinchonidine  in  powdered  form  and  stirring 
it  in  with  a stick  and  that  this  mode  of  manufacture,  thereby  attempting  to 
bring  the  fluid  extract  up  to  the  standard  required,  was  not  sufficient  and  did  not, 
in  its  results,  bring  the  fluid  extract  up  to  the  required  standard.  The  Gov- 
ernment says  that  even  if  the  requisite  amount  of  powdered  quinine  and 
cinchonidine  was  put  in  in  the  powdered  form  and  stirred  in  with  a stick  that 
it  was  not  properly  distributed  through  the  mass  and  dissolved  and  that  while 
some  portions  thereof  might  contain  enough,  other  portions  would  be  liable  to  be 
deficient,  and  that,  therefore,  the  fluid  extract  of  cincoliona  put  upon  the  market 
and  sold  in  interstate  commerce  by  the  defendant  at  the  time  mentioned  was 
adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  law  in  that  it  failed  to  come  up  to  the 
standard ; that  is,  that  this  drug  was  sold  under  or  by  a name  recognized  in  the 
United  States  Pharmacopoeia  and  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength,  quality, 
and  purity  as  to  ingredients  mentioned,  as  determined  by  the  test  laid. down  in 
the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  official  at  the  time  of  investigation  or  ship- 
ment. That  it  also  lacked  some  of  the  anhydrous  ether  soluble  alkaloids,  as 
only  two  were  added  when  several  were  required. 

The  law  itself,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  determines  what  shall  be  deemed  a 
drug  within  the  meaning  of  the  law,  and  also  determines  when  a drug  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  adulterated. 

By  section  2 of  the  act  of  Congress  referred  to  it  is  provided  that  the  intro- 
duction into  any  State  from  any  other  State  of  any  drug  which  is  adulter- 
ated or  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  is  hereby  prohibited;  and 
that  any  person  who  shall  ship  or  deliver  for  shipment  from  any  State  to  any 
other  State  any  such  adulterated  or  misbranded  drug  shall  be  guilty  of  a mis- 
demeanor and  fined  not  exceeding  $200  for  the  first  offense. 

By  section  6 of  the  act  to  which  attention  has  been  called  it  is  provided  that 
the  term  “ drug  ” as  used  in  this  act  shall  include  all  medicines  and  preparations 
recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  for  internal  or  external  use, 
and  any  substance  or  mixture  of  substances  intended  to  be  used  for  the  cure, 
mitigation,  or  prevention  of  disease  of  either  man  or  other  animals.  There  is  no 
question,  gentlemen,  or  dispute  that  this  fluid  extract  in  question  here  is  a drug 
within  the  meaning  of  the  law. 

By  section  7 of  the  law  to  which  I have  called  your  attention  it  is  declared 
when  and  under  what  circumstances  an  article  or  drug  is  deemed  to  be  adul- 
terated, and  section  7 declares  in  express  terms  that  “ for  the  purposes  of  this 
act  an  article  shall  be  deemed  to  be  adulterated ; Drugs.  In  the  case  of  drugs ; 
difference  from  recognized  standard;  statement  on  bottle,  box,  etc.,  as  to  dif- 
ferent standard. 

“ First,  if,  when  a drug  is  sold  under  or  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United 
States  Pharmacopoeia  or  National  Formulary,  it  differs  from  the  standard  of 
strength,  quality,  or  purity,  as  determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in'  the  United 
States  Pharmacopoeia  or  National  Formulary  official  at  the  time  of  investiga- 
tion : Provided,  That  no  drug  defined  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  or 
National  Formulary  shall  be  deemed  to  be  adulterated  under  this  provision  if 
the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  be  plainly  stated  upon  the  bottle, 
box,  or  other  container  thereof,  although  the  standard  may  differ  from  that 
determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  or 
National  Formulary. 

“ Below  professed  standard. 

“ Second,  if  its  strength  or  purity  shall  fall  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  under  which  it  is  sold.” 

In  this  case,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  there  is  no  pretense  or  claim  that  the 
standard  of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  was  plainly  stated  upon  the  bottles, 
boxes,  or  other  containers  of  this  fluid  extract,  and  for  that  reason,  as  it  was 
not  made  known  what  the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  was,  it  be- 
comes a simple  question  in  this  case  whether  or  not,  as  determined  by  the  test 
laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia,  this  fluid  extract  did  differ 
essentially  from  the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  and  purity  as  to  the  essen- 
tials to  which  I have  called  your  attention  as  determined  by  that  test.  That 
this  fluid  extract  was  up  to  the  quality  required  by  law  when  or  as  determined 
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by  some  other  test  than  that  laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia 
would  constitute  no  defense  if  not  up  to  the  standard  required  by  the  test  pre- 
scribed by  law.  The  law  is  somewhat  exacting,  but  it  is  the  law  nevertheless 
and  provides  in  express  terms  that  this  fluid  extract  cinchona,  yellow  cinchona 
calisaya,  must  not  differ  from  the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  re- 
quired, as  determined  by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia 
or  National  Formulary  official  at  the  time  of  the  investigation,  meaning  time  of 
shipment.  That  is,  the  one  that  was  official  at  the  time  these  samples  were 
taken  and  the  shipment  was  made. 

This  law,  gentlemen,  was  enacted  for  a purpose,  or  for  purposes,  and  one  of 
the  purposes  was  to  keep  adulterated  drugs  out  of  interstate  commerce  and  to 
insure  to  the  purchaser  and  user  of  the  drug  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  an 
article  that  was  up  to  and  which  complied  with  the  standard  prescribed  by  law. 
This  would  insure  the  purchaser  and  user  of  these  drugs  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  against  fraud  and  imposition  and  would  give  to  the  purchaser  that 
which  he  purchased  and  which  he  understood  he  was  purchasing,  and  it  would 
insure  to  the  physician  who  prescribed  it  to  a patient,  or  who  would  use  it  in 
other  compounds  that  he  was  giving  to  the  patient,  or  putting  into  the  medicinal 
compound  just  what  he  supposed  he  was  putting  in  and  just  what  the  needs  and 
conditions  of  the  patient  required.  When  an  article  of  this  kind,  like  fluid  ex- 
tract of  cinchona,  is  purchased  in  the  market,  having  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce,  with  this  law  in  force  the  purchaser  has  the  right  to  assume  that  he 
is  receiving  a preparation  of  a certain  well-defined  strength,  quality,  or  purity, 
as  the  case  may  be,  and  neither  he  as  a user,  nor  the  physician,  nor  the  druggist 
who  gives  it  to  others  is  under  any  obligation  to  make  tests  for  themselves  but 
may  rely  to  an  extent  at  least  upon  the  article  being  of  the  strength,  quality,  or 
purity  fixed  by  this  standard.  The  manufacturer  who  compounds  them  and  puts 
them  on  the  market  in  interstate  commerce  is  bound  at  his  or  its  peril  to  see  to 
it  that  they  are  up  to  the  standard  fixed  by  law  not  only  when  made  and  shipped 
but  are  so  compounded  and  put  up  for  sale  that  they  will  be  of  the  required 
standard  when  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  for  sale  to  the  consumer  or  user. 

This  law,  gentlemen,  assures  to  the  user  and  consumer  and  to  the  physician 
in  a degree  not  only  a safeguard  in  the  respects  to  which  I have  called  your 
attention,  which  may  affect  the  health  of  the  patient  and  have  to  do  with  his 
proper  treatment,  but  that  he  gets  his  money’s  worth;  that  is,  what  he  pays  for. 
It  is  not  for  you,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  or  for  this  court  to  question  either  the 
propriety  or  the  wisdom  of  this  law.  It  is  the  law  of  the  land,  and  if  violated 
by  this. defendant,  and  you  are  so  satisfied. beyond  a reasonable  doubt,  then  it  is 
your  duty  to  so  say  by  your  verdict.  The  court  has  ho  alternative.  It  is  its 
duty  to  instruct  you  as  to  the  law  as  it  finds  it.  In  the  opinion  of  this  court 
this  was  and  is  a wise  and  a necessary  law,  and,  gentlemen,  it  is  not  necessary 
for  the  Government  to  show  the  adulteration  here  complained  of  was  deleterious 
and  injurious  to  the  health  of  the  user  and  consumer. 

There  is  no  question  of  intent,  gentlemen,  involved  in  this  case.  No  question, 
necessarily,  of  evil  mind  or  purpose.  It  is  not  a question  whether  or  not  the 
defendant  intended  to  comply  with  the  law,  but  whether  it  did  comply  with  the 
law.  It  is  no  defense  to  the  charge  contained  in  this  information  that  this 
defendant  intended  to  bring  this  fluid  extract  of  cinchona  up  to  the  required 
standard  and  supposed  and  honestly  believed  it  had  done  so  when  it  sold  and 
shipped  the  same  in  interstate  commerce,  if  you  find  that  it  was  in  fact  below 
the  standard  required — that  is,  not  up  to  the  standard  required  by  the  law. 
In  this  case,  as  in  all  cases  of  this  character,  it  being  a criminal  charge,  the 
defendant  is  presumed  to  be  innocent  until  proven  guilty  beyond  a reasonable 
doubt.  Hence  the  burden  of  proof  was  upon  the  Government  to  establish 
that  this  fluid  extract  of  cinchona  in  question  here  was  below  the  standard. 
If  it  has  done  this  and  you  are  satisfied  of  that  fact  under  this  proof  beyond 
a reasonable  doubt,  then  that  presumption  of  innocence,  of  course,  would  be 
overcome  and  would  disappear,  and  it  would  be  your  duty  to  say  “ Guilty.” 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  you  have  a reasonable  doubt  whether  or  not  this  fluid 
extract  was  below  the  standard  and  are  not  satisfied  beyond  a reasonable 
doubt  that  it  was  below  the  standard  when  shipped,  then,  of  course,  it  would 
be  your  duty  to  find  the  defendant  not  guilty.  But,  gentlemen,  you  are  to  take 
the  evidence  as  it  is  and  not  surmise,  guess,  or  speculate  or  theorize  that  this 
fluid  extract  may  have  been  up  to  the  standard  if  the  evidence  proves  it  was 
not.  A reasonable  doubt,  gentlemen,  is  not  a surmise,  a guess,  a speculation, 
or  a speculative  theory  that  a thing  may  not  be  so.  A reasonable  doubt  is  not 
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a speculative  theory.  A reasonable  doubt  is  just  what  the  term  implies — a 
doubt  founded  in  reason,  and  for  which  a reason  can  be  given  by  the  jury  if 
called  upon  to  do  so.  It  may  arise  from  the  lack  of  evidence  dr  from  the 
uncertainty  of  that  presented.  It  may  arise  from  the  character  or  quality  of 
•the  evidence  given ; that  is,  the  character  of  the  witnesses  giving  it  may  be  such 
that  the  jury  does  not  give  credence  to  the  testimony.  The  witnesses  may  be 
impeached  in  some  one  of  the  modes  known  to  the  law,  or  the  witness  may  be 
so  uncertain  or  unreliable  or  contradictory  or  unreasonable  in  his  statements 
that  the  jury  fails  to  place  reliance  on  what  he  says.  However,  gentlemen,  a 
jury  has  no  right  to  disregard  the  testimony  of  an  unimpeached  witness  who 
knows  whereof  he  speaks,  who  has  the  facts  within  his  knowledge,  and  who 
is  disinterested  and  fair  and  consistent  in  giving  his  statements,  and  whose 
testimony  is  consistent  with  the  other  known  and  proved  and  conceded  facts 
on  the  case. 

In  a criminal  case  the  evidence  must  exclude  every  reasonable  hypothesis 
except  that  of  guilt,  and  if  just  as  consistent  ^ with  the  innocence  of  the 
defendant  as  with  its  guilt,  then  the  case  is  not  macle  out. 

Considerable  has  been  said  here  about  allowances,  variations,  and  toler- 
ances, meaning,  I assume,  that  allowances  and  tolerations  may  be  made  for 
•differences  in  results  obtained  when  the  formula  or  mode  of  procedure  pointed 
•out  by  law  is  followed  in  making  an  analysis  of  the  article  being  analyzed. 
Of  course,  you,  gentlemen  of  the  jury,  on  this  evidence  and  from  this  evidence, 
are  to  determine  and  say  on  your  oaths  as  jurors,  whether  or  not  this  fluid 
extract  of  cinchona  compounded  and  sold  and  shipped  in  interstate  commerce; 
that  is,  from  one  State  into  another  State  of  the  United  States — from  New 
York  to  New  Jersey — did  contain,  when  so  shipped  and  sold,  4 grams  per  100 
cubic  centimeters  of  the  anhydrous  ether  soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona.  If 
it  did,  then  the  statute  was  not  -offended  against  or  violated  in  this  respect. 
If  it  did  not  contain  4 grams  of  such  anhydrous  ether  soluble  alkaloids,  but 
a lesser  quantity  of  such  alkaloids  or  ingredients,,  then  the  statute  was  vio- 
lated by  the  defendant  and  your  verdict  should  be  guilty,”  as  charged  in  the 
first  count  of  the  information,  Irrespective  of  whether  the  defendant  knew 
of  the  deficiency  or  intended  the  deficiency  or  not.  The  statute  is  imperative, 
as  I have  stated,  and  absolute  in  its  requirements,  and  demands  that  this  drug, 
or  fluid  extract  of  cinchona,  shall  contain  when  sold  and  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce — that  is,  from  one  State  to  another  State — at  least  4 grams  per  100 
cubic  centimeters  of  these  anhydrous  ether  soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona  as 
determined  by  the  process  or  analysis  described  iii  the  work  mentioned.  That, 
gentlemen,  is  the  standard  fixed  by  law  for  determining  the  contents  of  the 
fluid  extract,  and  no  other  analysis  can  be  substituted  and  furnish  evidence 
whiclj  will  constitute  a defense  when  the  analysis  made  according  to  law  and 
pursuant  to  the  mode  prescribed  by  law  shows  to  your  satisfaction  that  the 
article  was  not  up  to  the  standard  required. 

And,  gentlemen,  it  will  not  do  to  say  that  a lesser  quantity  of  these  an- 
hydrous ether  soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona  per  100  cubic  centimeters  is 
or  may  be  just  as  good  and  just  as  efficient  as  the  quantities  of  these  ether 
soluble  alkaloids  required  by  the  statute.  Congress  has  the  right  in  the  inter- 
est of  the  general  public  and  in  the  exercise  of  its  control  over  Interstate  com- 
merce to  prescribe  the  standard  up  to  which  certain  drugs  when  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  must  come,  and  in  this  case  it  has  done  so.  This  drug, 
fluid  extract  of  cinchona,  is  a drug  sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the 
United  States  Pharmacopoeia  or  National  Formulary,  and  the  statute  expressly 
declares  that  such  drug  “ shall  he  deemed  to  be  adulterated  if  it  differs  from 
the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  as  determined  by  the  test  laid 
down  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia  or  National  Formulary  official  at  the 
time  of  investigation  ” and  neither  the  court  nor  the  jury  is  at  liberty  to 
surmise,  guess,  theorize,  or  speculate  that  the  drug  would  be  just  as  good  if 
it  did  differ  from  that  standard  of  strength,  quality,  or  purity  and  contain  a 
lesser  quantity  of  the  ingredients  to  which  I have  repeatedly  called  your  atten- 
tion— those  being  the  essential  ingredients  of  the  fluid  extract.  Of  course  the 
variation  from  the  standard  fixed  by  law  must  be  real  and  not  imaginary  or 
the  result  of  guesswork,  but  if  it  does  vary  to  any  substantial  amount  in 
strength,  quality,  or  purity  from  the  standard  fixed  by  the  statute,  then  the 
case  is  made  out  irrespective  of  intent,  as  I have  already  stated,  and  irre- 
spective of  the  effect  of  such  adulteration  on  the  health  of  the  consumer. 

The  credibility  of  the  witnesses  who  have  testified  in  this  case  as  well  as 
their  accuracy  is  for  the  jury  to  determine.  Were  the  tests  or  analyses  made 
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carefully,  honestly,  and  intelligently  by  competent  persons  who  knew  how  to 
do  that  which  they  undertook  to  do?  You  are  to  consider  the  experience  and 
skill  and  knowledge  of  the  men  who  made  these  tests  of  these  fluid  extracts  in 
question.  You  are  to  note  and  consider  the  fact  that  the  Government’s  chemists 
expert  in  this  business  as  well  as  Prof.  Ellery,  from  Union  College,  agree  that 
in  the  respects  named  as  to  these  essential  ingredients  as  shown  by  their  tests 
the  fluid  extract  fell  below  the  standard  fixed  by  law. 

You  are  to  consider  the  fact  that  the  chemist  from  Union  College  concedes 
that  he  threw  away  the  wrapper  and  marks  and  writing  thereon  on  the  bottle 
of  fluid  extract  given  to  him  by  the  defendant  and  from  the  contents  of  which  he  , 
made  his  analysis.  It  is  for  you  to  say  whether  or  not  the  bottle  given  him  ' 
and  from  which  he  took  the  samples  which  he  subjected  to  his  analyses  and  from 
which  Mr.  Grose  and  Mr.  Kirschberg  took  theirs  was  the  same  bottle  or  con- 1 
tainer  returned  to  the  defendant  by  the  Department  of  Agriculture.  If  the 
wrapper  with  the  writing  put  there  by  Mr.  Lind  had  been  preserved  it  would 
have  been  better,  but,  gentlemen,  the  force  and  effect  of  this  evidence  in  view  of 
all  the  evidence  produced  and  circumstances  in  the  case  established  to  your 
satisfaction,  is  for  your  consideration  and  determination. 

So  you  are  to  consider  in  determining  what  the  strength  of  this  fluid  extract 
really  was  in  the  respects  named ; the  mode  and  manner  adopted  for  bringing 
it  up  to  the  standard  when  found,  after  coming  from  the  percolator,  to  be  below 
that  standard  which  is  required  by  the  law.  The  law  would  not  be  complied 
with  if  the  defendant  adopted  an  improper  method  of  bringing  it  up  to  the 
standard,  one  which  by  mixing  in  the  powder  in  the  manner  described  brought 
certain  parts  of  the  fluid  extract  up  to  the  standard  and  left  other  parts  of  it 
below  the  standard.  You  have  heard  the  evidence  on  that  subject  as  well  as  a 
description  of  the  mode  and  manner  or  process  by  means  of  which  fluid  extract 
of  cinchona  is  properly  made.  You  have  heard  the  evidence  as  to  the  three 
essential  anhydrous  ether  soluble  alkaloids  found  in  fluid  extract  of  cinchona. 
Considering  the  method  used  to  raise  the  standard  of  this  fluid  extract  after 
it  came  from  the  percolator  it  is  for  you  to  say  under  this  evidence,  did  this 
fluid  extract  on  being  bottled  and  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  contain  the 
anhydrous  ether  soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona  required,  viz,  4 grams  per 
100  cubic  centimeters?  In  short  the  methods  pursued  in  the  manufacture  are 
to  be  considered  as  well  as  the  method  adopted  for  bringing  it  up  to  the 
standard  when  found  deficient  as  well  as  what  was  done  in  the  various  analyses 
made  by  the  several  witnesses  who  have  given  testimony  in  this  case. 

One  or  more  of  the  witnesses  for  the  defendant  was  employed  by  it  to  make  a 
test  or  analysis,  and  one  said  that  he  knew  something  was  depending  on  the 
result  of  the  analysis  he  made.  Did  or  did  not  this  induce  him  to  take  any 
measures  which  would  cause  his  analysis  to  show  more  of  these  essential  alka- 
loids than  it  really  did?  And  did  he  in  fact  have  the  sample  that  came  from 
the  Department  of  Agriculture?  The  chemists  who  gave  evidence  for  the 
Government  are 'in  the  employ  of  the  Government  and  it  is  for  you  to  say 
whether  or  not  this  fact  has  in  any  way  affected  them  in  giving  their  testimony 
and  induced  them  to  vary  the  test  or  analysis  to  any  extent  or  in  any  way 
favorable  to  the  Government. 

This  case  is  one  of  importance  not  only  to  the  Government  but  to  the 
defendant,  as  it  involves  the  imposition  of  a fine  on  the  one  hand  and  the 
maintenance  of  the  law,  if  it  has  been  violated,  on  the  other  hand. 

You  are  to  act  fairly,  fearlessly,  and  impartially,  and  if  satisfied  beyond  a 
reasonable  doubt  that  this  fluid  extract  of  cinchona  offered  and  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  by  the  defendant  on  or  about  the  8th  day  of  November, 
1912,  did  not  then  contain  4 drams  per  100  cubic  centimeters  of  the  anhydrous 
ether  soluble  alkaloids  from  cinchona,  then  say  “ Guilty,”  as  charged  in  the 
first  count  of  the  indictment. 

If.  on  the  other  hand,  you  find  from  the  evidence  that  the  fluid  extract  men- 
tioned did  in  fact  contain  4 or  more  grams  of  the  anhydrous  ether  soluble 
alkaloids  from  cinchona  per  100  cubic  centimeters  when  shipped,  then  your 
verdict  will  be  “ Not  guilty.” 

It  may  be  of  interest,  gentlemen,  for  me  to  say  to  you  that  a centimeter 
is  a measure  of  length  and  is  the  100th  of  a meter,  or  0.3987  of  an  inch,  which 
is  considerably  less  than  one-half  an  inch,  while  a gram  is  the  unit  of  weight 
in  the  metric  system,  or  15.43  grains  troy  weight.  Cinchona  is  the  name  of 
a tree,  and  from  its  bark  is  extracted  certain  anhydrous  alkaloids  or  ingredients 
which  are  soluble  in  ether,  and  one  of  these  is  what  we  know  as  quinine, 
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useful  in  medicine  and  especially  in  certain  fevers.  Ether  soluble  alkaloids 
include  quinine,  quinidine,  and  chihchonidine. 

You  take  the  law  from  the  court,  of  which  the  court  is  the  sole  judge.  This 
is  your  sworn  duty.  You  are  sole  judge  of  all  the  disputed  facts  and  of  the 
inferences  to  be  drawn  from  conceded  or  proved  facts.  Conceded  facts  you 
are  not  at  liberty  to  question,  but  when  the  evidence  conflicts  you  are  to  decide. 
This  is  your  sworn  duty,  guided  by  the  principles  of  law  to  which  your  attention 
has  been  called.  The  credibility  of  the  witnesses — their  truth  and  accuracy — 
is  for  you. 

The  following  requests  by  the  defendant  for  charge  to  the  jury  were  refused 
by  the  court: 

8.  This  method  laid  down  was  not  followed  by  the  witnesses  who  testified 
for  the  plaintiff. 

No.  It  is  for  you  to  say,  gentlemen,  in  this  evidence  what  the  process  used 
by  the  Government  experts  was ; and  was  it  the  process  described  in  this  law 
as  I have  read. 

9.  The  assays  made  by  the  witnesses  for  the  United  States  are  therefore 
not  to  be  relied  upon  as  giving  correct  results. 

Xo.  It  is  for  you  to  soy  did  this  process  followed  give  correct  results. 

19.  That  the  result  obtained  by  analysis  by  the  Government  chemists  is  not 
entitled  to  any  greater  consideration  or  respect  by  the  jury  than  is  the  result 
obtained  by  other  chemists  of  acknowledged  standing  and  ability  in  their 
profession. 

No,  as  written,  but  yes  with  this  addition : “ For  the  reason  they  are  Govern- 
ment employees  of  [or]  Government  chemists.  You  are  to  consider  their  interest, 
if  any,  their  character,  their  knowledge  and  skill  and  experience,  and  the  care 
exercised  by  them  in  making  their  analyses ; and  say  whether  or  not  they  were 
correct  in  view  of  all  the  evidence  in  the  case,  including  that  of  defendant 
and  its  witnesses,  and  whether  the  defendant’s  witnesses  were  incorrect  and 
inaccurate  in  their  results.” 

The  jury  thereupon  retired,  and  after  due  deliberation  returned  a verdict 
of  guilty,  and  the  court  thereupon  imposed  on  the  defendant  company  a fine 
of  $200. 


Carl  Yrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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49S1.  Misbranding  of  fluid  extract  of  coca.  U.  S.  * * * v.  The  G.  F. 

Harvey  Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $200.  (F.  & D. 

No.  5394.  I.  S.  No.  1647-e.) 

On  February  19,  1914,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  G.  F.  Harvey  Co.,  a corporation,  Saratoga  Springs,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  on  or  about  Novem- 
ber 8,  1912,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  of  a 
quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Fluid  Extract  Cocoa,”  which  was 
misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  the  following  result: 

Cocaine  and  its  derivatives  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.578 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  package  or  bottle  failed  to  bear  a statement  on  the  label  thereof  of 
the  quantity  or  proportion  of  cocaine  and  cocaine  derivatives  contained  in  said 
article ; that  is,  failed  to  declare  that  said  article  contained,  to  wit,  0.578  gram 
of  cocaine  and  cocaine  derivatives  per  100  cubic  centimeters,  which  amount  of 
said  substances  was  actually  present  therein. 

On  June  21,  1916,  the  plea  of  not  guilty  to  the  information,  theretofore 
entered  by  the  defendant  company,  was  withdrawn,  and  a plea  of  guilty  was 
entered,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $200. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4982.  Misbranding  of  20tli  Century  gonorrbea  and  gleet  cure,  so  called. 

IT.  S.  * * * t.  Eva  J.  Powell  (20tli  Century  Remedy  Co.).  Plea  of 

nolo  contendere.  Defendant  ordered  to  pay  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  5633. 
I.  S.  No.  14438— k.) 

On  August  3,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district,  an  information  against  Eva 
J.  Powell,  trading  as  the  20th  Century  Remedy  Co.,  Findlay,  Ohio,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as 
amended,  on  or  about  April  3,  1915,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of 
Indiana,  of  a quantity  of  “ 20th  Century,”  which  was  misbranded.  The  article 
was  labeled,  in  part : “ * * * 20th  Century  prevents  and  cures  Gonorrhea 

and  Gleet.”  * * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article,  consisting  of  a powder  and  a solution, 
by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  department  showed  the  solution  to  con- 
sist essentially  of  water,  glycerin,  lead  and  .zinc  sulphates,  acetates,  nitrates, 
and  a small  quantity  of  perfume. 

It  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements,  regarding  the  therapeutic  or 
curative  effects  thereof,  appearing  on  its  labels  and  in  the  booklet  accompany- 
ing it,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for  gonorrhea  and 
gleet,  as  a preventive  of  gonorrhea  and  gleet,  as  a cure  for  gonorrhea  and 
gleet,  and  every  case  of  gonorrhea  and  gleet,  as  a reliable  treatment  for 
gonorrhea ; as  a preventive  of  gonorrhea,  as  a cure  for  gonorrhea,  and  as  a 
permanent  cure  for  gonorrhea,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  September  18,  1916.  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to 
the  information,  and  was  ordered  by  the  court  to  pay  the  costs  of  the 
proceedings. 


Carl  Yeooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
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4983.  Misbranding  of  “ Professor  C.  E.  Matthai’s  Victory.”  U.  S.  * * * v. 

Margarete  E.  Matthai  (Prof.  C.  E.  Matthai).  Plea  of  nolo  conten- 
dere. Fine,  $100  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  5680.  I.  S.  No.  1137-k.) 

On  October  10,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Margarete  E. 
' Matthai,  trading  as  Prof.  C.  E.  Matthai,  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  defendant,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
December  16,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  District  of  Columbia, 
of  a quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Professor  C.  E.  Matthai’s  Victory,” 
which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 


ment showed  the  following  results : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 49.  0 

Opium  (grains  per  fluid  ounce) 1.2 

Camphor  and  volatile  oil  (per  cent  by  volume) 3.  5 

Capsicum:  Present. 

Eugenol : Present. 

Contents  of  bottle  (fluid  ounces) : 1.  6 

Opium  content  (grains  per  bottle) 1.9 


It  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  misbranded 
for  the  reason  that  the  statements  regarding  the  therapeutic  or  curative  effects 
thereof  appearing  on  its  label  and  in  the  circular  accompanying  it  falsely  and 
fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for  sore  throat,  diphtheria,  cholera, 
dysentery,  diarrhea,  neuralgia,  and  hoarseness,  and  for  rheumatism,  dyspepsia, 
sprains,  and  bites  of  reptiles  and  animals,  and  for  scarlet  fever,  measles,  yellow 
fever,  fever  and  ague,  and  bilious  attacks ; as  a cure  for  dyspepsia,  for  asthma, 
and  bronchitis  arising  from  cold  or  disordered  stomach;  as  a remedy  for  epi- 
lepsy, inflammation  of  the  kidneys  and  bladder,  diabetes,  and  all  diseases  of  the 
bladder ; for  the  relief  of  sunstroke ; and  when  used  on  red  flannel  over  the 
stomachs  of  children,  as  a remedy  for  spasms,  when,  In  truth  and  in  fact,  it 
was  not. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  contained 
alcohol  and  opium,  and  the  label  failed  to  bear  a statement  of  the  quantity  or 
proportion  of  alcohol  and  opium  contained  therein.  Misbranding  was  alleged 
for  the  further  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit,  “Alcohol  34%,  opium  1.1  gr„” 
borne  on  the  wrapper  of  the  article,  were  false  and  misleading  for  the  reason 
that  they  indicated  to  the  purchaser  that  the  article  contained  not  more  than 
34  per  cent  of  alcohol  and  not  more  than  1.1  grains  of  opium,  whereas,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  contained  more  than  the  percentages  named  of  alcohol  and  opium, 
to  wit,  49  per  cent  of  alcohol  and  1.9  grains  of  opium. 

On  October  10,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100  and  costs. 

Cabl  Vbooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4084.  Misbranding-  of  “ Sensapcrsa.”  U.  S.  * * * v.  Stephen  Britton  (Tlie 

Brown  Export  Co.).  Plea  of  snilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  5748. 

I.  S.  No.  2393— k.) 

On  August  10,  1916,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the1 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against1 
Stephen  Britton,  trading  as  the  Brown  Export  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  the 
sale  by  said  defendant,  on  March  18,  1915,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs 
Act,  as  amended,  under  a guaranty  that  the  article  was  not  misbranded  within 
the  meaning  of  the  said  act,  of  a quantity  of  “ Sensapersa,”  which  was  a mis- 
branded article  within  the  meaning  of  said  act  and  which  said  article,  in  the 
identical  condition  in  which  it  was  received,  was  shipped  by  the  purchaser 
thereof,  on  March  26,  1915,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  Island  of  Porto 
Rico,  in  further  violation  of  the  said  act,  as  amended.  The  article  was  labeled, 
in  part : “ Sensapersa  * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  purple  colored  tablets  containing  asafetida,  cannabis  indica, 
and  a drug  containing  a mydriatic  alkaloid  such  as  hyoscyamus. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  on  the  label  falsely  and  fraudulently 
represented  it  as  a treatment  for  worn-out  bodies,  nervous  prostration,  nervous 
exhaustion,  debility,  and  all  forms  of  neurasthenia,  such  as  insomnia,  loss  of 
memory  and  faintness ; and  as  a remedy  for  all  conditions  caused  by  mental  or 
physical  exhaustion ; and  as  a restorer  of  the  nerves ; and  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  statements  included  in  the  circular  accompanying  the  article  falsely 
and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for  all  cases  of  neurasthenia ; as  a 
trustworthy  remedy  for  nervous  prostration,  nervous  exhaustion  and  nervous 
debility ; and  as  a medicine  to  cure  nervous  troubles  in  all  forms  in  men  and 
women,  to  keep  the  nervous  system  in  a condition  to  resist  everything;  and  as  a 
remedy  for  all  kinds  of  nervous  attacks,  mental  and  physical;  when,  in  truth 
and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  November  6,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture . 
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4085.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S.  * * * 

v.  R.  E.  Funsten  Dried  Fruit  & Nut  Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of 
entity.  Fine,  $110.  (F.  & D.  No.  5780.  I.  S.  Nos.  11349-k,  11868-k, 

11873-k,  11876-k,  12496-k.) 

On  September  13,  1916,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  tiled  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
the  R.  E.  Funsten  Dried  Fruit  & Nut  Co.,  a corporation,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act: 

(1)  On  or  about  August  22,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State 
of  Minnesota,  of  a quantity  of  evaporated  apples  which  were  adulterated. 
The  article  was  labeled:  “Lillie  Brand  (out  of  ripe  apples)  Evaporated  Apples 
Sulphur  Bleached.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  it  contained  29.31  per  cent  of  moisture. 

Adulteration  of  this  article  (and  of  the  evaporated  apples  shipped  October 
30,  1914  and  November  5,  1914  into  the  States  of  Mississippi  and  Wisconsin, 
respectively,  hereinafter  referred  to)  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the 
reason  that  a substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed . therewith 
so  as  to  lower  or  reduce  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and 
had  been  substituted  in  part  for  evaporated  apples,  which  the  article  purported 
to  be. 

(2)  On  or  about  October  29,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State 

of  Mississippi,  of  a quantity  of  evaporated  apples  which  were  misbranded. 
The  article  was  labeled,  in  part:  “Crown  Brand  Evaporated  Apples.  * * * 

Net  Weight  9 oz.  * * 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed 
an  average  shortage  in  weight  of  6 packages  of  1.30  ounces  or  14.5  per  cent. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason, 
that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ 9 oz.”,  borne  on  the  package,  was  false  and  mis- 
leading in  that  it  represented  that  the  package  contained  not  less  than  9 
ounces  of  the  article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  “ 9 oz.” 
so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  said  package 
contained  not  less  than  9 ounces  of  the  article,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact, 
it  did  not,  but  contained  a less  amount.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the 
further  reason  that  the  article  was  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the 
contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the 
package. 

(3)  On  or  about  October  30,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State 

of  Mississippi,  of  a quantity  of  evaporated  apples  which  were  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Majestic  Brand  Funsten 
Evaporated  Apples  Net  weight  15  oz.  * * * ”. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed 
28.38  per  cent  of  moisture,  and  an  average  shortage  in  weight  of  6 packages 
of  0.90  ounce,  or  6 per  cent. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statements,  to  wit,  “ Evapo- 
rated Apples,”  and  “ 15  oz.,”  borne  on  the  package,  were  false  and  misleading 
in  that  they  represented  that  said  article  was  evaporated  apples,  and  that  the 
package  contained  15  ounces,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  the  article  was 
labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  deceive  and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief 
tkat  it  was  evaporated  apples,  and  that  the  said  package  contained  15  ounces, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not,  but  was  a partially  dried  apple 
product  containing  an  excessive  amount  of  water,  and  the  said  package  did  not 
4389°— 18 4 
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contain  15  ounces,  but  contained  a less  amount.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for 
the  further  reason  that  the  article  was  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the 
contents  was  not  plainly  and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the 
package. 

(4)  On  or  about  November  5,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the 
State  of  Wisconsin,  of  a quantity  of  evaporated  apples  which  were  adulterated 
and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled : “ Puck  Brand  Evaporated  Apples 
Sulphur  Bleached.” 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed 
that  it  contained  28.68  per  cent  of  moisture. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Evapo- 
rated Apples,”  borne  on  the  package,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it 
represented  that  the  article  was  evaporated  apples,  and  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  article  was  labeled  as  aforesaid  so  as  to  mislead  and  deceive  the  pur- 
chaser into  the  belief  that  it  was  evaporated  apples,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  not,  but  was  a partially  dried  apple  product  containing  an  excessive 
amount  of  moisture.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

(5)  On  or  about  November  2,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State 

of  Mississippi,  of  a quantity  of  evaporated  apples  which  were  misbranded.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part : “ Crown  Brand  Evaporated  Apples.  * * * Net 

weight  9 oz.  * * 

Examination  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  said.  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed 
an  average  shortage  of  six  packages  of  8 ounces,  or  9 per  cent. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
the  statement,  to  wit,  “ 9 oz.,”  borne  on  the  package,  was  false  and  misleading- 
in  that  it  represented  that  the  package  contained  not  less  than  9 ounces  of  the 
article,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it  was  labeled  “ 9 oz.”  so  as  to  deceive 
and  mislead  the  purchaser  into  the  belief  that  said  package  contained  not  less 
than  9 ounces  of  the  article,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  did  not,  but  con- 
tained a less  amount.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the 
article  was  in  package  form,  and  the  quantity  of  the  contents  was  not  plainly 
and  conspicuously  marked  on  the  outside  of  the  package. 

On  September  22,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $110. 

Carl  Vrqoman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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498G.  Adulteration  and  mislsranilinj?  of  paregoric.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Earle 

K.  Richardson  and  Frank  R.  Richardson,  copartners  (E.  K.  Rich- 
ardson *fe  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $40.  (F.  & D.  No.  5786.  I.  S. 

Nos.  .22144— li,  122381— U.) 

On  April  26.  1916  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  police  court 
of  said  District  an  information  against  Earle  K.  Richardson  and  Frank  R. 
Richardson,  copartners,  trading  as  E.  K.  Richardson  & Co.,  Washington,  D.  C., 
alleging  the  sale  by  said  defendants,  on  April  15,  1914,  and  on  June  3,  1914,  at 
the  District  aforesaid,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  of  quantities 
of  paregoric,  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled, 
in  part:  “Paregoric  Each  Fluid  Ounce  Contains  Alcohol  46.5%  ; Gran.  Opium 
1.9  Grs.  E.  K.  Richardson  & Go.  Pharmacists  Cor.  N.  Capitol  & P Sts.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C.” 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  articles  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  that  the  product  sold  on  April  15,  1914,  contained  1.1  grams  of 
powdered  opium  per  1,000  cc,  or  0.5  grain  per  fluid  ounce ; and  that  sold  on 
June  3,  1914.  showed  the  presence  of  0.7  gram  of  opium  per  1,000  cc,  or  0.32 
grain  per  fluid  ounce. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason  that 
it  was ‘Sold  under  and  by  a name  recognized  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopoeia, 
and  differed  from  the  standard  of  strength,  quality,  and  purity  as  determined 
by  the  test  laid  down  in  the  said  Pharmacopoeia,  official  at  the  time  of  investi- 
gation of  said  article,  in  that  said  drug,  in  each  quantity  sold,  contained  1.1 
grams  and  0.7  grain,  respectively,  of  powdered  opium  per  1,000  cubic  centi- 
meters, whereas  said  Pharmacopoeia  provides  that  it  should  contain  not  less 
than  4 grams  of  powdered  opium  per  1,000  cubic  centimeters,  and  the  standard 
of  strength,  quality,  and  purity  of  said  article  was  not  declared  on  the  con- 
tainers thereof. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  reason  that  the  label  on  the  bottle  bore  the 
statement,  to  wit,  “ Paregoric  Each  Fluid  Ounce  Contains  Alcohol  46.5% ; 
Gr.an.  Opium  1,9  Grs.”,  which  statement,  to  wit,  “ Each  Fluid  Ounce  Contains 
Gran.  Opium  1.9  Grs.”,  was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  represented  that 
each  fluid  ounce  of  said  article  contained  1.9  grains  of  granulated  opium, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  each  fluid  ounce  did  not  contain  1.9  grains  of 
granulated  opium,  but  in  each  case  contained  a less  amount,  to  wit,  0.5  of  a 
grain  and  0.32  of  a grain,  respectively,  of  granulated  opium. 

On  April  26,  1916,  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information  was  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant  firm,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $40. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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40S7.  Adulteration  of  oysters,  T . S.  • * * * v.  Otlmiel  A.  Pendleton.  Plea 

of  s'uilty*  Fine,  $10.  (F.  & D.  No.  5815.  I.  S.  No.  3464-1.) 

Oil  April  28,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  police  court 
of  said  District  an  information  against  Otlmiel  A.  Pendleton,  Washington,  D.  C., 
alleging  the  sale  by  said  defendant,  on  December  18,  1915  at  the  District  afore- 
said, in  violation  of  the  Pood  and  Drugs  Act,  of  a quantity  of  oysters  which 
were  adulterated. 

Analysis  of  sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  the  following  results : 

Liquor  (per  cent) 35.2 

Meat  (per  cent) 64.  S 

Meat. 

Loss  on  boiling  (per  cent) 

Solids  (per  cent) 

Ash  (per  cent) 

Clilorids  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) 


Liquor. 

Solids  (per  cent) 2.63 

Ash  (per  cent) .28 

Clilorids  as  sodium  chlorid  (per  cent) .11 


These  results  show  the  addition  of  a material  amount  of  water. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  a certain  substance,  to  wit,  water,  had  been  mixed  and  packed  therewith 
so  as  to  reduce,  lower,  and  injuriously  affect  its  quality  and  strength,  and 
had  been  substituted  in  part  for  oysters,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 

On  April  28,  1916,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the  information, 
and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10. 

Carl  Yrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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49SS.  Misbranding'  of  “ Maguire’s  Extract  of  Benue  Plant  and  Cateclin 
Compound. ” U.  S.  * * * v.  J.  & C.  Maguire  Medicine  Co.,  a eor- 

poration.  Tried  to  tlie  court  and  a jury.  Verdict  of  guilty.  Fine, 
$200  and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  6109.  I.  S.  No.  9322-e.) 

On  June  24,  1915,  tlie  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
J.  & C.  Maguire  Medicine  Co.,  a corporation,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment 
by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or 
about  March  13,  1913,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Colorado, 
of  a quantity  of  “ Maguire’s  Extract  of  Benne  Plant  and  Catechu  Compounds,” 
which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled,  in  part : “ J.  & C.  Maguire’s 
Extract  of  Benne  Plant  and  Catechu  Compound  * * 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) : 39.50 

Nonvolatile  material  at  100°  C.  (grains  per  100  cc) 1.95 

Morphine  (grains  per  fluid  ounce) 0.10 

Camphor : Present. 

Catechu : Indicated. 

Peppermint : Indicated  by  odor. 


It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  included  in  the  circular  or  pamphlet 
accompanying  the  article  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a reliable 
specific  for  diarrhea,  dysentery,  and  cholera  morbus,  and  as  a preventive  of 
Asiatic  cholera,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not.  Misbranding  was 
alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement  on  the  label,  to  wit,  “ * * * 

perfectly  harmless  * * was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  indicated  to 

purchasers  thereof  that  the  article  did  not  contain  ingredients  which  would 
render  the  same  harmful  or  injurious  when  administered  or  taken  according 
to  directions,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  contained  a poisonous  and  dan- 
gerous ingredient,  tb  wit,  1/10  of  a grain  of  morphine  per  fluid  ounce,  which 
might  render  the  same  harmful  or  injurious  when  administered  or  taken  ac- 
cording to  directions.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that 
the  statement  on  the  label,  to  wit,  “ * * * Extract  of  Benne  Plant  and 
Catechu  Compound  * * was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  indicated 

to  purchasers  thereof  that  the  article  was  composed  of  and  contained  benne 
plant  and  catechu,  harmless  medicinal  agents,  as  its  principal  and  most  ac- 
tive ingredients,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not  composed  of,  and  did 
not  contain,  benne  plant  and  catechu  as  its  principal  and  most  active  ingredients, 
but  did  contain  as  its  principal  and  most  active  ingredient,  to  wit,  morphine, 
a dangerous  habit-forming  drug. 

On  January  24,  1916,  the  defendant  company  having  entered  a plea  of  not 
guilty  to  the  information,  and  the  case  having  come  on  for  trial  before  the 
court  and  a jury,  after  the  submission  of  evidence  and  argument  by  counsel,  a 
verdict  of  guilty  was  returned  by  the  jury  on  January  25,  1916.  On  February 
28,  1916,  the  defendant  company  filed  its  motion  for  a new  trial,  which  was 
sustained  on  May  4,  1916.  On  October  19,  1916,  the  case  having  come  on  for 
retrial  before  the  court  and  a jury,  after  the  submission  of  evidence  and  argu- 
ments by  counsel,  a verdict  of  guilty  was  again  returned  by  the  jury  on 
October  21,  1916.  On  October  31,  1916,  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $200  and 
costs. 


Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


654 


BUREAU  OF  CHEMISTRY. 


[Supplement  30. 


49S9.  Misbranding  of  “ Moi-eau’s  Sootliuis  Wine  of  Anise.”  U.  S.  * * * v. 

Tiie  JLafayette  Co.,  a eorporation.  Plea  of  gailty.  Fine,  $25  anti 
costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  6133.  I.  S.  No.  725-h.) 

On  July  13,  1915,  the  United  -States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Hamp- 
shire, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  Lafayette 
Go.,  a corporation.  Berlin,  N.  H.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  February  4,  1914, 
from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  of  a quantity 
of  an  article  labeled,  in  part : “ Moreau’s  Soothing  Wine  of  Anise  for  Children,” 
which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 


ment showed  the  following  results : 

Nonvolatile  matter  (per  cent) 46.3 

Anise  oil  (approximate  per  cent) 2.-5 

Morphine  acetate  (crystallized)  (grains  per  fluid  ounce) (127 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) -8.  7 

Sugars  (per  cent) 39.  6 


The  product  is  a sirup  containing  morphine  acetate  and  alcohol 
and  flavored  with  anise  oil. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded in  that  the  statements  on  the  label  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented 
it  as  a remedy  for  diarrhea,  dysentery,  indigestion,  and  vomiting  of  children, 
when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further 
reason  that  it  contained,  to  wit,  0.27  grain  of  morphine  acetate  and  8.7  per  cent 
of  alcohol  per  ounce,  and  the  package  failed  to  bear  a statement  on  its  labels 
of  the  quantity  or  proportion  of  morphine  and  alcohol  contained  therein. 

On  September  21.  1915,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  not  guilty  to 
the  information.  On  September  19,  1916,  the  plea  of  not  guilty  was  withdrawn 
and  a plea  of  guilty  entered,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

Carl  Yrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4DJH).  Misbramlins  of  Hutwl’s  C«ini*ound  Extract  of  Sa r.sajm j-ilia.”  U.  S. 

* * * ar.  -4D«  I.  Hood  Co.,  a roriwration.  Pica  of  nolo  contendere. 

Fine,  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  6178.  I.  S.  No.  1702— k.) 

0n  May  2,  1916,  the  United  States  .attorney  for  the  District  «©f  Massachusetts, 
•acting  upon  ,a  report  toy  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  C.  I. 
Hood  Co.,  .a  'Corporation,  doing  business  at  Lowell,  Mass.,  alleging  shipment  by 
said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
July  2.8,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Massachusetts  into  the  State  of  New  York, 
of  .a  quantity  of  an  article  labeled  in  part,  “ Hood’s  Compound  Extract  of 
Sarsaparilla,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  that  the  product  appears  to  be  a hydroalcoholic  solution  con- 
taining about  0.90  per  cent  of  potassium  iodid,  5.5  per  cent  of  sugars,  6.5  per 
cent  of  vegetable  extractive  material,  which  bears  indications  of  the  presence 
of  sarsaparilla,  licorice,  and  an  emodin-bearing  drug  resembling  senna  ; .arsenic 
is  present  in  small  quantity,  about  -8  parts  per  .million,  probably  accidental. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded in  that  the  statements  on  the  label  and  included  in  the  circular  or 
pamphlet  accompanying  the  article  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a 
remedy  for  scrofula,  eczema,  cancerous  humors,  catarrh,  rheumatism,  scrofulous 
diseases,  all  derangements  caused  toy  an  unnatural  state  of  the  blood,  consump- 
tion. ulceration  of  the  liver,  stomach,  and  kidneys,  eruptions,  and  eruptive 
diseases  of  the  skin,  tumors,  erysipelas,  salt  rheum,  tetter,  pain  in  the  bones, 
side,  and  head,  catarrh,  dyspepsia,  female  weaknesses,  dropsy,  emaciation,  for 
all  diseases  of  the  blood,  all  skin  diseases,  indigestion,  kidney  and  liver  dis- 
eases, female  diseases,  such  as  suppressed  menses,  irregularity,  leucorrhea  or 
whites,  sterility  and  ulceration  of  the  uterus,  for  abscesses,  all.  cases  of  blood 
poisoning  and  carbuncles,  and  for  removing  the  cause  of  carbuncles ; as  a pre- 
ventive of  erysipelas ; as  a remedy  for  milk  leg,  psoriasis,  sciatica,  styes  on 
the  eyes,  and  varicose  veins ; as  a preventive  of  white  swelling,  and  for  purify- 
ing, enriching,  and  vitalizing'  the  blood  and  restoring  and  renovating  the  whole 
system,  and  to  eradicate  scrofula,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  October  20.  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere 
to  the  information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
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•4991.  Misbranding,-  of  “ Booth’s  Hyomri  Dri-Ayr.”  U.  S.  * * * v.  Booth’s 

Hyoniei  Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $10. 

(F.  &.  D.  No.  6186.  I.  S.  No.  9610-e.) 

On  June  22,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  fo1*  the  Western  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Booth's  Hyomei  Co.,  a corporation,  Buffalo,  N.  Y..  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
January  10,  1913,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Maryland, 
of  a quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Booth’s  Hyomei  Dri-Ayr,”  which 
was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results : 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 9.89 

Nonvolatile  matter  at  110°  C.  (grams  per  100  cc) 9.81 

Tests  made  on  volatile  oil: 

Polarization  at  25°  C.  (100  mm  tube)  (°Y) — 5.6 

Polarization  at  25°  C.  (100  mm  tube)  (°angular)_ —1.94 

Phellandrene : Large  amount  present. 

Cineol  (per  cent)  (approximate) 20.00 


The  oil  is  soluble  in  3 volumes  of  70  per  cent  alcohol ; the 
nonvolatile  residue  consists  of  a small  amount  of  resin-like  solid 
and  a mineral  oil ; it  gives  no  test  for  rosin  oil. 

The  product  apparently  consists  essentially  of  oil  of  eucalyptus, 
together  with  a small  amount  of  resin-like  solids  and  a mineral 
oil ; also  a little  alcohol.  Oil  of  eucalyptus  not  U.  S.  P. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  on  the  label  falsely  and  fraudu- 
lently represented  it  as  a remedy  for  catarrh,  asthma,  bronchitis,  and  hay 
fever,  and  further  in  that  the  statements  included  in  the  booklet  accompanying 
the  article  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for  catarrhal 
deafness,  and  hay  fever,  and  as  a cure  for  asthma  and  catarrh  when,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  November  22,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  nolo  con- 
tendere to  the  information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $10. 

Carl  Ybooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 


N.J.  4951-5000.]  SEEVICE  AND  BEGULATOEY  ANNOUNCEMENTS.  657 


4902.  Misbranding  of  “ Jacobs’  Liver  Salt.”  U.  S.  * * * v.  Jacobs’  Phar- 
macy Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  g’uilty.  Fine,  $25  and  costs. 

(F.  & D.  No.  6204.  I.  S.  No.  9330-e.) 

On  September  21,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co.,  a corporation,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Pood  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
February  18,  1913,  from  the  State  of  Georgia  into  the  State  of  Colorado,  of  a 
quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “Jacobs’  Liver  Salt,”  which  was  mis- 
branded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 


ment showed  the  following  results: 

Loss  on  ignition  (per  cent) 30.64 

Phosphates  as  Na2HP04  (per  cent) 26.  51 

Clilorids  as  NaCl  (per  cent) 6.63 

Sulphates  as  Na2S04  (per  cent) 27.84 

Test  for  carbonate : Positive. 


Denige’s  test  for  citric  acid : Positive. 

Spectroscopic  test:  Lithium;  Very  faint. 

The  preparation  consists  largely  of  sodium  phosphate,  sulphate, 
and  chlorid,  incorporated  with  a desiccated  mixture  of  sodium  car- 
bonate and  citric  acid ; contains  a trace  only  of  lithium  salt. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  on  the  label  falsely  and  fraudulently 
represented  it  as  a remedy  for  headache,  rheumatism,  gout,  gastritis,  deranged 
digestion,  and  sore  throat,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not.  Misbranding 
was  alleged  for  the  further  reason  that  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Formula  Jacobs’ 
Liver  Salt  is  composed  of  Lithium  Phosphate,  Sodium  Phosphate,  and  Sodium 
Sulphate  in  the  correct  proportions  as  determined  by  expert  chemists,”  borne  on 
the  label  and  the  statement,  to  wit,  “ Containing  Lithium  Phosphate,”  borne  on 
the  carton,  were  false  and  misleading  in  that  they  purported  and  represented 
that  said  article  contained  an  appreciable  quantity  of  lithium  phosphate, 
whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  contained  little,  if  any,  lithium  phos- 
phate. 

On  October  3,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

Gael  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4993.  MisbraadiHg  of  “ Hill’s  Kidney  liasksu’a  Tablets.”  IT.  S.  * * * y. 

The  W.  H.  Hill  Co.,  n corporation.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50, 

(P.  & D.  No.  6241.  I.  S.  No.  10009-e.) 

On  May  15,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
W.  H.  Hill  Go.,  a corporation,  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  com- 
pany, in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  Feb- 
ruary 11,  1913,  from  the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  State  of  California,  of  a 
quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ * * * Hill’s  Kidney  Kaskara  Tab- 

lets, * * which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 
partment showed  the  product  to  be  an  iron  oxid,  sugar-coated  tablet,  carrying 
emodin,  caffeine,  acid  resin,  magnesium  carbonate,  and  talcum. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  on  the  label  falsely  and  fraudu- 
lently represented  it  as  a remedy  for  renal  calculi,  diabetes,  and  Bright’s  dis- 
ease, and  effective  to  prevent  the  formation  of  uric  acid  and  other  calculous 
products,  and  misbranded  further  in  that  the  statements  included  in  the  cir- 
cular or  pamphlet,  accompanying  the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  repre- 
sented it  as  a remedy  for  acute  inflammation  of  the  kidneys,  diabetes.  Bright’s 
disease,  and  consumption  of  the  kidneys,  and  as  a cure  for  disintegration  of 
the  kidneys,  and  effective  in  preventing  the  escape  of  albumen  or  sugar  into 
the  urine  and  in  the  prevention  of  calculus,  stone,  or  gravel,  when,  in  truth  and 
in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  June  15,  1915,  the  defendant  company  filed  its  motion  to  quash  the  infor- 
mation, and  after  argument  and  submission  to  the  court  the  motion  was  denied 
on  May  19,  1916.  On  December  13,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea 
of  guilty  to  the  information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture , 
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44)94.  Mi^Iii'flmling'  of  “ Hancock  Sulphur  Compound  ” ami  “ Hsineock  Sul- 
phur Compound  Ointment.”  U.  S.  * * * v.  Haneock  LUi'ii i d Sul- 

phur Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $25  and 
costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  6494.  I.  S.  Nos.  174-k,  2311-1,  1807-k.) 

On  October  10,  1916.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the  Hancock  Liquid 
Sulphur  Co.,  a corporation,  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  company, 
in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended : 

(1)  and  (2)  On  or  about  October  13,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into 
the  State  of  South  Carolina,  and  on  or  about  August  13,  1915,  from  the  State  of 
Maryland  into  the  State  of  Florida,  of  quantities  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part, 
“ Haneock  Sulphur  Compound,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analyses  of  samples  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 
ment showed  it  to  be  a solution  of  calcium  polysulphids  and  calcium  thiosul- 
phate. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  in  each  of  these  shipments  was  charged  in  sub- 
stance in  the  information  for  the  reason  that  the  statements  appearing  on  its 
labels  and  included  in  the  booklet  accompanying  it  falsely  and  fraudulently 
represented  it  as  a remedy  for  eczema,  catarrh,  sore  throat,  granulated  eyelids, 
and  other  diseases  of  the  skin  and  scalp,  all  diseases  of  the  skin,  rheumatism, 
piles,  and  blood  diseases,  and  effective  for  purifying  the  blood  and  keeping  the 
skin  and  scalp  in  a healthy  condition,  as  a remedy  for  tetter,  shingles,  herpes, 
salt  rheum,  rheumatism,  gout,  piles,  and  all  blood,  skin,  and  scalp  diseases, 
when  used  according  to  directions,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

(3)  On  or  about  June  15,  1914,  from  the  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of 
Georgia,  of  a quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “Hancock  Sulphur  Com- 
pound Ointment,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  .article  by  said  Bureau  of  Chemistry  showed  it 
to  be  an  ointment  containing  petrolatum,  phenol.  0.91  per  cent  of  sulphur,  0.38 
per  cent  ash  (mainly  lime),  and  scented  with  bergamot  and  rose. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  for 
the  reason  that  the  statements  appearing  on  its  labels  and  included  in  the  booklet 
accompanying  it  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for  eczema, 
skin  diseases,  tetter,  boils,  and  all  eruptions  of  the  skin  and  scalp,  when  used 
according  to  directions ; for  sore  throat,  sore  and  swollen  tonsils,  shingles, 
herpes,  and  all  blood,  skin,  and  scalp  diseases,  when  used  according  to  directions, 
when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  October  10,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere 
to  the  information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4905.  Misbranding  of  “ Dr.  Fred  Palmer’s  Skin  Wliitener.”  U.  S.  * * * v. 

Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co.,  a eox’noration.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25 
and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  6509.  I.  S.  No.  8206-e.) 

On  December  30,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Georgia,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co.,  a corporation,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  shipment  by  said 
company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about 
March  7,  1913,  from  the  State  of  Georgia  into  the  State  of  Tennessee,  of  a quan- 
tity of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Dr.  Fred  Palmer’s  Skin  Whitener,”  which 
was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  that  the  product  contained  7.85  per  cent  of  mercury  (present 
in  the  mercuric  condition  and  insoluble  in  water),  and  a fatty  base,  and  was 
perfumed  with  an  oil  the  odor  of  which  suggested  bergamot. 

Misbranding  of  the  article  was  alleged  in  the  information  for  the  reason 
that  the  statement  on  its  label,  to  wit,  “ Guaranteed  Absolutely  Harmless,” 
was  false  and  misleading  in  that  it  indicated  to  purchasers  thereof  that  it  did 
not  contain  any  poisonous  or  deleterious  ingredient  which  might  render  the 
same  dangerous  or  harmful  when  used  or  administered  as  directed  on  the  label 
of  the  box,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said  article  did  contain  a poisonous  and 
deleterious  ingredient,  to  wit,  7.85  per  cent  mercury  calculated  as  ammoniated 
mercury,  which  might  render  said  article  dangerous  or  harmful  when  used 
or  administered  as  directed.  It  was  further  charged  in  substance  that  the 
article  was  misbranded  for  the  reason  that  the  statements  on  its  label  falsely 
and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for  all  forms  of  eczema  and  skin 
eruptions,  when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  October  31,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4996.  Misbranding;  of  “ Dr.  Crossman’s  Specific  Mixture.”  U.  S.  * * * v. 

Wright's  Indian  Vegetable  Pill  Co.,  a corporation.  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  $100.  (F.  & D.  No.  6543.  I.  S.  No.  6608-e.) 

On  October  18,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Wright’s  Indian  Vegetable  Pill  Co.,  a corporation,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended, 
on  October  24,  1912,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  Ohio,  of  a 
Quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Dr.  Crossman’s  Specific  Mixture,’* 
which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results : 

Nonvolatile  matter  at  110°  C.  (grains  per  100  cc) 83.14 

(Resin-like  residue.) 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 16.12 

Morphine  (grams  per  100  cc) • 0.012 

Morphine  (grains  per  oz.) 0.06 

Copaiba : Present. 

Volatile  oils:  Present. 


A mixture  composed  of  two  layers,  the  upper  containing  alcohol, 
water,  opium,  and  coloring  matter,  the  lower,  about  92  per  cent  of 
the  total  mixture,  is  chiefly  balsam  copaiba  and  oils  having  a 
strong  odor  of  citronella. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  included  in  the  circular  or  pamphlet 
accompanying  it,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a specific  for 
the  cure  of  gonorrhea,  gleet,  strictures,  and  analogous  complaints  of  the  organs 
of  generation,  and  effective  as  a preventive  of  gonorrhea,  when,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  not. 

On  October  21,  1915,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  guilty  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $100. 

Gael  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4097.  Misbranding  of  “ Lydia  E.  PinkJjiam's  Vegetable  Compound.”  U.  S. 

* * * v.  Lydia  E.  Piiilcliain  M-edieine  Co.,  a corpoi'ation.  Plea  of 

nolo  contendere.  Fine.  $50.  (F.  & D.  No.  6550.  I.  S.  No.  7981-e.) 

On  September  17,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
chusetts, acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  the 
Lydia  E.  Pinkham  Medicine  Co.,  a corporation,  doing  business  at  Lynn.  Mass., 
alleging  shipment  by  said  company,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act, 
as  amended,  on  or  about  February  24,  1913,  from  the  State  of  Massachusetts 
into  the  State  of  Ohio,  of  a quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Lydia  E. 
Pinkham’s  Vegetable  Compound,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  de- 


partment showed  the  following  results: 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 17.9 

Solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.  56 

Vegetable  extractive  material : Present. 

Alkaloidal  material  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.  008 


It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded in  that  the  statements  on  the  label  and  included  in  the  booklet  accom- 
panying the  article,  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  that  it  was  effective 
among  other  things  as  a remedy  for  prolapsus  uteri,  or  falling  of  the  womb, 
leucorrhea  and  inflammation  and  ulceration  of  the  womb,  for  curing  the  dis- 
eases of  women,  and  for  all  female  ailments  and  affections,  diseases  of  the 
bladder  and  organic  affections  of  the  kidneys,  and  effective  as  a cure  for  dys- 
menorrhea, menorrhagia,  displacement  of  the  uterus  forward,  uterine  tumors 
and  diseases  of  the  ovaries,  and  as  a preventive  of  miscarriage  or  abortion, 
when,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  October  20,  1916,  the  defendant  company  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere 
to  the  information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $50. 


Cakl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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49D8.  Misbranding  of  “ Dr.  W.  II . Baker’s  Tubercular  Remedy.”  U.  S. 

* * * v.  Edward  D.  Morgan.  Plea  of  nolo  conteudere.  Fine,  $25 

and  costs.  (F.  & D.  No.  6575.  I.  S.  No.  5442-b.) 

On  October  20,  1915,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculure,  filed  in  the  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against  Edward  D. 
Morgan,  heretofore  treasurer  and  general  manager  of  the  W.  H.  Baker  Co., 
formerly  a corporation,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendant,  in 
violation  of  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  as  amended,  on  or  about  October  18,  1913, 
from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  State  of  Missouri,  of  a quantity  of  an  article 
labeled,  in  part,  “ Dr.  W.  H.  Baker’s  Tubercular  Remedy  ”,  which  was  mis- 
branded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 


ment showed  the  following  results : 

Solids  (grams  per  100  cc) 26.23 

Sucrose  (grams  per  100  cc) 3.03 

Reducing  sugars  before  inversion  (grams  per  100  cc) 7.  98 

Glucose  by  polarization  (grams  per  100  cc) 3.  82 

Ammonium  salts  as  ammonium  chlorid  (grams  per  100  cc) 1.  46 

Alkaloids  (unidentified)  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.03 

Iodin  as  potassium  iodid  (grams  per  100  cc) 0.  70 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume)  (grams  per  100  cc) ’ 11.  24 

Chlorids,  glycerin,  tannin,  licorice  and  potassium:  Present. 

Wild  cherry  and  gentian : Indicated. 


The  product  is  essentially  a hydroalcoholic  solution  of  sucrose, 
glucose,  invert  sugar,  potassium  iodid,  ammonium  chlorid,  glycerin, 
licorice,  and  alkaloid-bearing  drug  (unidentified),  and  unidentified 
plant  extractives ; wild  cherry  and  gentian  indicated. 

It  was  charged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  appearing  on  its  label,  falsely  and 
fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  and  cure  for  tuberculosis  when,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not.  Misbranding  was  alleged  for  the  further  reason 
that  the  statements  included  in  the  leaflet  accompanying  the  article  falsely 
and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for  all  forms  of  tuberculosis,  when, 
in  truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  February  1,  1917,  the  defendant  entered  a plea  of  nolo  contendere  to  the 
information,  and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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4999.  Misbranding;  of  “ Lee’s  Save  the  Baby  Croup  Specific  ” and  “ Lee’s 
Cronp  3Iixtnre.”  lT.  S.  * * * v.  Charles  Samuel  Lleher  and  Carrie 

L.  lleher.  (William  W.  Lee  <fc  Co.).  Pleas  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25. 

(F.  & D.  No.  6587.  I.  S.  Nos.  8068-e,  25552-li.) 

On  February  24,  1916,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  New  York,  acting  upon  a report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  said  district  an  information  against 
Charles  Samuel  Ulclier  and  Carrie  L.  Ulcher,  trading  as  William  W.  Lee  & Co., 
Troy,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  by  said  defendants,  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  as  amended : 

(1)  On  or  about  April  3,  1913,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Lee’s  Save  the 
Baby  Croup  Specific,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this  depart- 


ment showed  the  following  results: 

Alcohol  (per  cent  by  volume) 4.6 

Volatile  oils  (per  100  cc) 28.5 

Fixed  fatty  oils  (per  cent) 64.7 

Oil  of  rosemary : Present. 

Oil  of  thyme : Present. 

Camphor : Present. 


The  sample  is  a liniment  of  camphor,  rosemary,  and  thyme,  with 
a fatty  oil  base. 

It  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  appearing  on  its  label  and  included 
in  the  circular  or  pamphlet  accompanying  it  falsely  and  fraudulently  repre- 
sented it  as  a specific  for  croup,  and  for  saving  the  lives  of  babies  affected  by 
that  disease,  as  a safe  and  sure  remedy  for  the  croup  and  all  bronchial  affec- 
tions, and  as  a remedy  for  inflammation  of  the  lungs,  when,  in  truth  and  in 
fact,  it  was  not. 

(2)  On  or  about  August  17,  1914,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State 
of  Massachusetts,  of  a quantity  of  an  article  labeled,  in  part,  “ Lee’s  Croup 
Mixture,”  which  was  misbranded. 

Analysis  of  a sample  of  the  article  by  the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  of  this 
department  showed  the  following  results: 


Fixed  fatty  oil  (lard)  (per  cent) 70.11 

Volatile  oils 18.  81 

Alcohol 7. 15 


The  volatile  oils  consist  of  a mixture  of  oil  of  rosemary,  a 
thymol  containing  oil  such  as  oil  of  thyme,  and  camphor. 

It  was  alleged  in  substance  in  the  information  that  the  article  was  mis- 
branded for  the  reason  that  the  statements  included  in  the  circular  or  pam- 
phlet accompanying  it  falsely  and  fraudulently  represented  it  as  a remedy  for 
croup  and  for  saving  the  lives  of  babies  affected  by  that  disease,  when,  in 
truth  and  in  fact,  it  was  not. 

On  October  27,  1916,  the  defendants  entered  pleas  of  guilty  to  the  informa- 
tion, and  the  court  imposed  a fine  of  $25. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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5000.  Adulteration  of  oats.  U.  S.  * * * v.  Certain  Carloads  of  Oats.  Con- 

sent decrees  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  re- 
leased on  bond.  (F.  & D.  Nos.  7787,  7793,  7794,  7795,  7801,  7802,  7808, 
7821,  7826,  7835,  7836,  7837,  7839,  7843,  7847,  7861.  I.  S.  Nos.  1408-m, 

1409-m,  1410-m,  1411-m,  1412-m,  1413-m,  2959-m,  6214-m,  6215-m,  6216-m, 

6218-m,  6223— m,  6224-m,  6225-m,  6226-m,  6229-m,  6230-m,  6231-m,  6235-m, 

6236-m,  6237-m,  6238-m,  6239-m,  6240-m,  6241-m,  6242-m,  6243-m,  6246-m, 

6247-m,  6251— m,  10610-m,  10611-m,  10612-m,  10613-m,  10614-m,  10615-m, 
10616-m,  10617-m,  10618-m,  10619-m,  10620-m.  S.  Nos.  E-712,  E-714,  E-715, 
E— 718,  E-719,  E— 721,  E-722,  E-723,  E-730,  E-738,  E-739,  E-740,  E-741,  E-742, 
E-744,  E-746,  E-750.) 

At  the  September,  1916,  term  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  District  of  Maryland,  the  United  States  attorney  for  said  district,  acting 
upon  reports  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  District  Court  afore- 
said libels  for  the  seizure  and  condemnation  of  a number  of  carloads  of  oats, 
remaining  unsold  and  unloaded  from  the  cars  at  Baltimore,  Mel.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Donohue  & Stratton  Co.,  and  Taylor  & Bour- 
nique  Co.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  and  transported  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin  into 
the  State  of  Maryland,  and  charging  adulteration  in  violation  of  the  Food  and 
Drugs  Act. 

Adulteration  of  the  article  in  each  shipment  was  allegeel  in  the  libels  for  the 
reason  that  a large  percentage,  to  wit,  from  3.61  per  cent  to  23.2  per  cent,  of 
foreign  matter,  to  wit,  wild  oats,  other  grains,  weed  seeds,  dust,  and  chaff,  had 
been  mixed  with  and  substituted  for  oats. 

On  November  20,  1916,  John  T.  Fahey  & Co.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  claimant  for  a 
certain  number  of  the  carloads  of  oats  seized,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libels,  judgment  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it 
was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released  to  said  claimant  for 
recleaning  under  the  supervision  of  a representative  of  the  Bureau  of 
Chemistry,  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and  other  ex- 
penses, and  the  execution  of  a bond  in  the  sum  of  $10,000  in  conformity  with 
section  10  of  the  act. 

On  October  30,  1916,  and  November  6,  21,  and  24,  1916,  the  said  Taylor  & 
Bournique  Co.,  claimant  for  the  remainder  of  carloads  of  oats,  having  ad- 
mitted the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture 
were  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  by  the  court  that  the  product  be  released 
to  said  claimant  for  recleaning  under  the  supervision  of  a representative  of 
the  Bureau  of  Chemistry  upon  the  payment  of  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  and 
other  expenses  and  the  execution  of  bonds  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $39,500,  in 
conformity  with  section  10  of  the  act. 

Carl  Vrooman,  Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 
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Abbott  Bros,  rheumatic  remedy  : 

Abbott  Bros.  Co 

Acacian  balsam.  See  Balsam. 

Acetanilid, 

and  soda  compound  tablets.  See 
Tablets. 

compound  tablets.  See  Tablets, 
tablets.  See  Tablets. 

Aceto  powder.  See  Acid,  acetylsali- 
cylic. 

Acetphenetidin  tablets.  Sree  Tablets. 

Acetylo  salicylic  acid.  See  Acid, 
acetyl  salicylic. 

Acetylsalicylic, 

acid.  See  Acid, 
acid  tablets.  S-ee  'Tablets. 

Acid,  acetylsalicylic  : 

4575 

Bagby-Howe  Co 4918 

Bur  rough  Bros.  Manufac-  „ 

turing  Co 4‘624,  4645 

Cutino  Drug  '&  Sundry  Co_  4686 

Earnhardt,  G.  A 4881 

Import  Drug  Specialties 4686, 

4692 

Spielman,  M 4692 

Webster,  Wm.  A.,  Co 4746 

Zar,  Bernard 4746,  4933 

Acid  iron  mineral  compound  : 

Acid  Iron  Mineral  ;C-e 4336 

Anonite, 

root  tincture.  See  Tincture, 
tincture.  See  Tincture. 

A D.  S.  peroxid  antiseptic  and  deo- 
dorant : 

American  Druggist  Syndi- 


cate   4056 

Ague  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

A-I-M  cough  sirup  : 

Acid  Iron  Mineral  Co 4337 

Alchermes  di  Firenze  : 

Mariam  Bros . 4410 


Alcohol  varnish,  grain.  See  Varnish. 


Alimentary  paste.  See  Paste. 

Almonds,  cocoa.  See  Confectionery. 

Alorine  antiseptic  suppository 

Live  & Let  Live  Drug  Co 4929 

Alterative,  Eckman’s  : 

Eckman  Mfg.  Co *4816 

(Suppl.  to  2995.  ) 

Amber  injection.  See  Injection. 

Ammonium  bromid  : 

Kencaly,  Wm.  P 4573 


Andrew’s, 

female  regulator  : N.  J.  No. 

Andrews  Mfg.  Co 4943 

wine  of  life  root : 

Andrews  Mfg.  Co 4943 

wine  of  life  root  annex  powders  : 

Andrews  Mfg.  Co : 4943 

Angier’s  petroleum  emulsion  : 

Angier  Chemical  Co 4108 

An  ice  fine  : 

Puziello,  Luccaro  & Co 4097 

Anise,  wine  of.  See  Wine. 

Anisette  : 

Puziello,  Lucarro  & Co 4095 

Anti-apoplectine  : 

Hutchinson,  Dr.  F.  S.,  Co 4091 

Kendall,  Dr.  B.  J.,  Co 4091 

Anticephalalgine  : 

Johnson,  J.  I 4376 

Antiseptic,  peroxid  talcum  : 

American  Druggists  'Syndi- 
cate   4056 

Apple, 

brandy.  See  Brandy, 
butter  : 

Crowley  Commission  Co 4493 

Old  yincennes  Preserving 

Co 4493 

Smucker,  J.  M 4721 

champagne.  See  Wine, 
preserves.  See  Preserves, 
waste : 

Thompson,  A.  J 4792 

Apples  : 

Johnson,  J.,  & Co 4822 

Nimeradk,  J.  Q.  A 4369 

canned : 

Booth  Packing  Co 4610 

Consolidated  Grocery  Co 4787 

Mussulman  Canning  Co 4609 

evaporated  : 

4122 

American  Salvage  Co 4010 

Bismarck  Grocery  Co 4011 

Davidson  Bros 4829 

Funston,  R.  E.,  Dried  Fruit 

& Nut  Co 4137,  4985 

Hartmann  & Co-  4919,  4920,  4927, 
4932,  4934,  4935,  4936,  4937 

Ladd  Bros 4011,  4153 

Ozark  Apple  Co 4833 

Teasdale,  J.  W.,  & Co 4079, 

4080,  4081 

Town,  L.  S 4697 
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Aphro  lymphatic  compound  : N.  J.  No. 

National  Animal  Products 

Co 4864 

Apricot  brandy.  See  Brandy. 

Apricots,  dried  : 

Bauermeister,  C.  W.,  Co — 4744 

Arabian  balsam.  See  Balsam. 

Arch  brand, 

blood  remedy  : 

National  Pharmacy  Co 4477 

nerve  tonic : 

National  Pharmacy  Co 4477 

Armstrong’s  croup  ointment : 

Carpenter  & Pierce  Co 4375 

Arthur  (Bick’s)  pine  tar,  honey, 
horehound,  and  wild  cherry  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co. 4507 

Arthur’s  sexual  tablets  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

Ascatco  : 

Ascatco  Laboratory 4600 


Aspirin.  See  Acid  Acetylsalicylic. 
tablets.  See  Tablets,  acetylsali- 
cylic acid. 

Asthma  and  hay  fever  remedy.  See 
Remedy. 

Atlas  compound.  See  Compound. 
Athlophoros  : 

Athlophoros  Co — 4756,  *4834 

Baby’s, 

friend  : 

Kopp’s  Baby’s  Friend  Co 4213, 

4214 

sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Bacon  : 

4574 

Baker’s,  Dr.  W.  H.,  tubercular  rem- 
edy : 

Morgan,  E.  D — 4998 

Ballard’s  golden  oil : 

Ballard  Golden  Oil  Co 4124 

Balm, 

Brazilian  : 

4365 

Jackson,  B.  F.,  & Co 4764 

of  life  : 


Cyphers,  M.  B 4142 

Senger,  D.  B.,  & Co 4438 

Balsam, 

acac-ian  : 

Kells  Co 4444 

Arabian  : 

Morgan,  E.,  & Sons 4349 

copaiba  : 

Lathrop,  H.  R.,  & Co 4661 

Stallman  Import  & Export 

Co 4661 

gem  : 

Morgan,  E.,  & Sons 4393 

goiter  cure  : 

Hayssen,  Henry  H.,  Co 4551 

horehound  : 

Taylor  Drug  & Chemical  Co_  4125 
lung : 

Van  Wert  Chemical  Co 4104 

magic  : 

Van  Alstine,  P 4134 


Balsam — Continued. 

maple  : N.  J.  No. 

Burks  Medicine  Co 4141 

of  fir  wafers.  See  Wafers, 
spruce  gum  and  pine  tar  com- 
pound : 

American  Pharmacal  Co 4139 

throat  and  lung : 

King  Medicine  Co 4713,  4719 

Ritchey  Portrait  Co 4713,  4719 

vegetable  pulmonary  : 

Cutler  Bros.  & Co 4380 

wafers.  See  Wafers, 
white  pine  : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 
Balsamic  elixir.  See  Elixir. 

Barker's,  H.  W.,  remedy  for  catarrh,  coughs, 
colds,  and  rheumatism  : 

Barker,  H.  W.,  Medical  Co_  4401 


Barlow’s  tablets  : 

Barlow,  E.  B.,  & Co__ 4868 

Barnes’  croup  grease  : 

National  Chemical  Co 4853 

Barosma  compound  : 

Thompson  Medical  Co 4114 

Barren’s  Indian  liniment : 


Cary,  H.  G.  O.,  Medicine  Co_  4848 

Beans  : 

t ___  4189,  4204,  4207 


Bernard  & Bunker 4885 

Brown,  A.  J.,  Seed  Co 4739 

Brown,  L.  M 4739 

Chatterton  & Son 4304 

Post  Bros 462T 

Thompson,  A.  J 4948 

blackeye  : 

Koshland,  Adolph 4905,  4914 

canned  : 

4197,4201 

Assau,  W.  F.,  Canning  Co 4193 

Boyer,  W.  W.,  & Co 4194 

Norfolk  Packing  Co 4966 

Twitchell-Champlin  Co 4734 

canned  in  tomato  sauce  : 

Cooke-Shanawolf  Co 4448,  4856 

fava  : 

4590 

Armsby,  J.  K.,  Co 4566 

Bernard  & Bunker 4885 

Chieves,  James,  & Co 4577,  4587 

Glanzer  Bros 4578 

Koshland,  Adolph 4710 

Nachman,  L.  S 4710 

nawy  : 

Donahue,  J.  F.,  & Co 4226 

Lantz,  B.  O.,  & Co 4219,  4226 

Sexton,  J.,  & Co 4220,  4223 

pork  and  : 

4283,4453, 

4576,  4582,  4646 

Boyer,  W.  W.,  & Co 4194 

Djrer  Packing  Co_ 4791 

Eavey  Packing  Co 4461 

Elyria  Canning  Co  ___  4757,  4780 
Gibson  Canning  Co 4449,  4682 
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Beans — Continued. 

pork  and — Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Hart  Bros 4260 

Miller  Bros.  & Co 4695 

Morris,  David,  & Son 4752 

Morris,  W.  E 4752 

Norfolk  Packing  Co 4967,  4968 

Rider  Packing  Co_. 4284,  4529 

Scioto  Canning  Co 4475 

Thomas  Canning  Co 4681 

4684,  4715 

Underwriters’  Salvage  Co__  4724 
Wisconsin  Pea  Canners’  Co_  4712, 
4959 


pork  and,  with  tomato  sauce  : 

4646 


Dyer  Packing  Co 4791 

Eavey  Packing  Co 4785, 

4786,  4788,  4790,  4865,  4954 

Elyria  Canning  Co 4247 

Hart  Bros 4279, 

4789,  4795,  4963 

Rider  Packing  Co 4884 

Wisconsin  Pea  Canners  Co_  4267 

Beer  : 

Hohenadel,  John 4955 

Seipp,  Conrad,  Brewing  Co_  4327 
Belladonna,  tincture  of.  See  Tincture. 

Bells,  Dr.,  pine  tar  honey: 

Warner,  R.  W.,  & Co 4891 

Benn  capsules  : 

Bennett,  Joseph  Arthur 4570 


Benne  plant  and  catechu  compound, 
extract  of.  See  Extract. 

Bick’s, 

nerve  and  brain  tonic  : 


Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

quick  pile  remedy  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

sirup  of  figs  with  sirup  of  pep- 
sin : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

B.  I.  F.  combination  : 

Ingram,  F.  F.,  Co 4498 

Birch  mountain  medicinal  tea  : 

Birch  Mountain  Tea  Co 4387 

Birch  oil.  See  oil. 

Bitters, 

fernet  branca  : 

Mezzardi,  Charles  F 4899,  4900 

fernet  Milano  : 

Piemont  Wine  Cellars 4541 

ferro-china  : 

Basilea-Calandra  Co 4403 

Puziello,  Luccaro  & Co 4095 

herb  : 

Goff,  S.  B.,  & Sons  Co 4332 

Ivaufmann’s,  Dr.,  sulphur  : 

Ordway,  A.  P.  & Co 4370 

Poland  wine  : 

Struzynski  Bros 4456 

prickly  ash  : 

Prickly  Ash  Bitters  Co 4455 

Sherman’s,  Dr.,  prickly  ash  : 

Prickly  Ash  Bitters  Co 4455 


Bitters — Continued. 

Snyder’s  : N.  J.  No. 

Snyder,  J.  H.,  Medicine  Co_  4359 
stomach  : 

Arrow  Distilleries  Co 4845 

sulphur  : 

Ordway,  A.  r.,  & Co 4370 

wa-hoo  : 

Old  Indian  Medicine  Co 4523 

Black  olives.  See  Olives. 

Blackberry  extract.  See  Extract. 

preserves.  See  Preserves. 

Blackeye  beans.  See  Beans. 

Black’s  pulmonic  sirup  : 

Black  Distributing  Agency-  4357 
Blood  and  kidney  tablets.  See  Tab- 
lets. 

Blood  compound.  See  Compound. 

Blood,  liver,  and  kidney  cure.  Sec 
Cure. 

Blood  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Blood  treatment,  Brown’s: 


Brown,  Dr.,  Co 4443 

Bloodine  blood  and  kidney  tablets  : 

Bloodine  Corporation 4343 

Booth’s  hyomei  dri-ayr  : 

Booth’s  Hyomei  Co 4991 

Bran.  See  Feed. 

Brandy : 

Fialla  & Eppler 4537,  4632 

Metropolitan  Distributing 

Co 4454 

Morand  Bros 4502 

Piemont  Wine  Cellars 4541 

apple  : 

Edelman  Distillery  Co 4345 

apricot : 

Froelich,  S.,  & Son 4496 

California  : 

Brunhild,  Simon  & Co *4979 

cognac : 

Basilea-Calandra  Co 4166 

Block,  E.,  Distilling  & Dis- 
tributing Co 4875 

Block,  Sol,  & Griff 4870 

Blum,  J.,  Jr.,  Sons 4841 

Erie  Distilling  Co 4384 

General  Importing  Co 4112 

Giordano,  A 4185 

Grand  Wholesale  Wine  & 

Liquor  Co 4385 

Leffler,  J.  A.,  & Co 4177 

Parisek,  E.,  Co 4434 

Prince,  Adolf 4525 

Puziello,  Luccaro  &Co_  4090,  4095 

Voltter,  Adolph 4732 

cognac  essence.  See  Extract, 
raisin  : 

Margulis,  M 4001,  4693 

Trester  : 

Silverman,  J..  & Co 4464 

vodka  : 

4604,  4006 

Russian  M^nopol  Co 4830 

Brazil  nuts.  See  Nuts. 

Brazilian  balm.  See  Balm. 

Bronchial  elixir.  See  Elixir. 
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Brown’s,  N.  J.  No. 

acacian  balsam  : 

Kells  Co 4444 

blood  treatment : 

Brown,  Dr.,  Co 4443 

935  injection  : 

Brown,  Dr.,  Co 4143 

Buehu  and  juniper  compound.  See 
Compound. 

Buckwheat  and  wheat  flour.  Bee 
Flour. 


Bull’s,  Dr.  John,  sarsaparilla  com- 
pound : 

Bull,  Dr.  John,  Medicine 


Co 4451 

Bunsen’s  catarrh  cure  : 

Beggs,  C.  W.,  Sons  & Co — 4418 

Burgundy.  Bee  Wine. 

Butter : 

4287,4291 

Gurler  & Co 4075 

McDowell,  B.  F 4285 

Merchants  Cold  Storage  & 

Warehouse  Co 4779 

Oetjen  Butter  Co 4485 

Pittsburgh  Produce  Co 4605 


Schmalz,  F.  H.,  & Co„  4956,  4957 
Caffeine  tablets.  Bee  Tablets. 

Cajuput  oil.  Bee  Oil. 

Cake  flavor  : 

Getz,  M.,  & Co 4662 

Calcium, 

wafer  compound  : 

Stuart,  F.  A.,  Co 4782,4969 

wafers  : 

St.  John,  H.  W.,  Co 4774 

Stuart  & Co 4775 

Stuart,  F.  A.,  Co 4773 

Calf  meal.  Bee  Feed. 

California  brandy.  Bee  Brandy. 

California  burgundy  wine.  Bee  Wine. 
California  tuna  tonic  tablets  : 

California  Good  Health  Co_  4926 

Camphor  liniment.  See  Liniment. 

Candy.  Bee  Confectionery. 

Cane  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Capsules, 

Benn  : 


Bennett,  Joseph  Arthur 4570 

gelatin  : 

American  Druggists  Syndi- 
cate   4052 


Cassia,  oil.  Bee  Oil. 

Catarrh, 

cure.  Bee  Cure, 
remedy.  Bee  Remedy. 

Catechu  compound,  extract  of  benne 
plant  and.  See  Extract. 

Catsup,  tomato.  Bee  Tomato 


ketchup. 

Celery-Vesce  : 

Century  Chemical  Co 4439 

Champagne.  Bee  Wine. 

apple.  See  Wine. 

Checkers  : 

Checkers  Medicine  Co 4343 


Cheese  : N.  J.  No. 

Abramson,  I _ 4009 

Emrich,  F.  M 4007 

Gabriel,  J 4008 

Marano,  A 4500 

skim-milk  : 

4244 

Cherry, 

wild,  compound.  Bee  Extract, 
wine.  See  Wine. 

Chestnuts.  Bee  Nuts. 

Chianti  wine.  Bee  Wine. 

Chili  peppers.  Bee  Peppers. 

Chill  and  fever  tonic.  Bee  Tonic. 

Chippewa  natural  spring  water.  Bee 
Water. 

Chocolate  : 


American  Salvage  Co 4010 

Boyce,  I.  H | 4588 

flavored  icing  paste : 

Lowe,.  J.,  Co 4670 

ground  : 

Hudson  Gram  Co 4557 

Cholera  mixture.  Bee  Mixture. 

Cider  : 

Brown,  E.  S 4013 

I.  S.  Fine  Corporation 4813 


National  Bottling  Co_  *4330,  4978 
Cinchona  extract.  Bee  Extract. 

tincture.  See  Tincture. 

Citral.  See  Extract. 

Clark  Stanley’s  snake  oil  liniment : 
Stanley,  Clark.  Snake  Oil 

Liniment  Co 4944 

Classe’s, 

cough  sirup  : 

Diggs,  W.  P.,  & Co 4489 

penetrating  liniment  : 

Diggs,  W.  P.,  & Co 4424 

Clay’s  sure  cure  : 

Ivieffer,  E.  J.,  & Son 4S62 

Cloves  : 

Sparks,  W.  J 4778 

Yero  A.  Chemical  Co 4778 

Coca  cola  : 

Coco  Cola  Co *4032,  *4S01 

( Suppl.  to  1455.  > 

Coca  extract.  Bee  Extract. 

Cocoa  : 

Meyer  & Carmody  Import 


Co 4783 

almonds.  See  Confectionery, 
milk : 

Croft  & Allen  Co 4751 

Codeine  tablets.  See  Tablets. 


sulphate  tablets.  See  Tablets. 
■Cod-liver  oil.  See  Oil. 

Cod-liver  oil  extract.  See  Extract. 

Coffee  : 

4335 


Fischer,  B.,  & Co 4182 

Greek- Arabian  Coffee  Co — 4273 

Hills  Bros 4820 

Jones-Thierbach  Co 4815 

Potter  & Young  Westside 

Roasting  & Milling  Co — 4334 

Royce,  I.  H 4588 
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Cognac.  See  Brandy. 

Collins’  ague  remedy  : N.  J.  No. 

Ballard,  J.  F 4373 

Collin’s  voltaic  electric  plasters  : 

Potter  Drug  & Chemical 

Corporation ' 4572 

Compound  : 

acid  iron  mineral : 

Acid  Iron  Mineral  Co 4336 

aphro  lymphatic  : 

National  Animal  Products 

Co 4864 

Atlas,  famous  specific  No.  18  : 

McDonald,  Jeremiah 4559 

barosma  : 

Thompson  Medical  Co 4114 

buchu  and  juniper  : 

Daniel,  John  B 4583 

calcium  wafer  : 

Stuart,  F.  A.,  Co 4782,4969 

diabetic  : 

Fulton,  J.  J.,  Co 4562 

diaphoretic  : 

Tucker,  H.  A 4411 

druna  queensroot  blood  : 

National  Union  Drug  Assoc-  4884 
Henry’s  red  gum  : 

McNully,  H.  L 4831 

ketchup.  See  Tomato  ketchup. 

Mecca  : 

Foster-Dack  Co — 4383 

renal : 

Fulton,  J.  J.,  Co 4564,4565 

root  juice  : 

Root  Juice  Medicine  Co 4356 

sarsaparilla  : 

Bull,  Dr.  John,  Medicine 

Co 4451 

spruce  gum  balsam  and  pine  tar  : 

American  Pharmacal  Co 4139 

Stuart’s  calcium  wafer : 

Stuart,  F.  A.,  Co 4782 

sulphur  : 

Hancock  Liquid  Sulphur 

Co 4994 

vegetable : 

Pinkham,  Lydia  E.,  Medi- 
cine Co 4997 

Simpson,  Dr.  A.  B.,  Co_ 4363 

Condensed  milk.  See  Milk. 

Confectionery  : 

American  Salvage  Co 4010 

Knorpp  Candy  Co 4973 

McClurg,  J.  A.,  & Sons 4321 

cocoa  almonds  : 

New  England  Confectionery 

Co 4805 

cream  of  sweets  : 

National  Candy  Co_ 4042 

eagle’s  nest : 

National  Candy  Co 4044 


Confectionery — Continued. 

eggs  : N.  J.  No. 

Boeckel,  R.  C.,  & Co 4035 

Fisher,  S.,  & Co 4035,4972 

Greenfield’s,  E.,  Sons 4316 

Hardie  Bros.  & Co 4314 

Heide,  H 4035 

Hess  Bros 4312 

McClurg,  J.  A.,  & Sons 4318 

National  Candy  Co 4035,  4041 

Novelty  Candy  Co 4320 

jelly  beans  : 

National  Candy  Co 4046,  4806 

New  England  Confectionery 

Co 4807 

Novelty  Candy  Co 4313 

jelly  eggs  : 

Heide,  Henry 4971 

marshmallow  eggs  : 

Stacy,  O.  T.,  Co 4040 

Navy  sweets  : 

National  Candy  Co . 4041 

peaches : 

Boeckel,  R.  C.,  & Co 4035 

Fisher,  S.,  & Co 4035 

Heide,  H 4035 

National  Candy  Co 4035 

pears  : 

Fisher,  S.,  & Co 4035 

turkey  eggs : 

National  Candy  Co 4039 

Conserve,  tomato.  See  Tomato  con- 
serve. 

Constitutional  tonic  catarrh  remedy  : 

Littlefield  & Co 4852 

Comsumption  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Contrell’s  magic  troche  : 

Contrell  Co 4569 

Cooper’s, 

new  discovery  : 

Cooper  Medicine  Co 4460 

quick  relief  : 

Cooper  Medicine  Co 4460 


Copaiba, 

balsam.  See  Balsam, 
extract.  See  Extract. 
Cordial : 

Alchermes  di  Firenze : 


Mariani  Bros 4410 

diarrhea  : 

Van  Vleet-Mansfield  Drug 

Co 4147 

liquore  Garibaldi : 

Mariani  Bros 4410 

liquore  St.  Rega  : 

Voltter,  Adolph 4732 

maraschino  : 

Minuet  Cordial  Co 4077 

menta  glaciale : 

Mariani  Bros 4410 

orange  curaqao : 

Lyons,  E.  G.,  & Raas  Co 4809 

Coriander  seed  : 

4644 

Corn, 

and  sugar  sirup.  See  Sirup, 
flour.  See  Flour. 
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Cottonseed  cake.  See  Feed.  N.  J.  No. 

meal.  See  Feed, 
oil.  See  Oil. 

Cough  and  consumption  remedy.  See 
Remedy. 

Cough  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Cough  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Coumarin  : 

Barrett,  M.  L..  & Co 4238 

Coyle's,  Dr.  A.,  celebrated  liniment : 

Coyle,  Dr.  A.,  Medicine  Co_  4859 

Cream  : 

Boyer,  A.  A 4015 

Ficklin,  J.  D 4012 

Geisbert,  C.  G ; 4014 

Snouffer,  G.  A.  T 4022 

Souder,  D.  M 4016 

Star  Creamery  Co 4854 

of  hops : 

Temperance  Beverage 

Co 4045,4051 

of  sweets.  See  Confectionery. 

Oriental  : 

Hopkins,  F.  T *4317 

Croft’s  milk  cocoa  : 

Croft  & Allen  Co 4751 

Crossman’s,  Dr.,  specific  mixture  : 

Wright’s  Indian  Vegetable 

Pill  Co _ 4996 

Croup  grease,  Barnes’  : 

National  Chemical  Co 4853 

Croup  mixture.  See  Mixture. 

Croup  ointment.  See  Ointment. 

Croup  specific.  See  Specific. 

Croxone  : 


American  Croxone  Co 4386 

Crystal  lithium  spring  water.  See 
Water. 

Crystallized  peach  and  honey  : 

Cropper,  F.,  Co 4350 

Cubebs  extract.  See  Extract. 

Curagao,  orange.  See  Cordial. 

Curative  jasnogorskie  wine 4402 

Curative  marvel  : 

Padin,  Gonzalez  Co 4617 

Cure, 

catarrh  : 

Beggs,  C.  W.,  Sons  & Co___  4418 

Sykes,  Dr.,  Sure  Cure  Co 4459 

Clay’s  sure  : 

Kieffer,  E.  J.,  & Son 4862 

distemper  : 

Binkley  Medical  Co 4426 

Spohn  Medical  Co 4382 

eclectic  : 

Parker,  W.  J.,  Co 4470 

gonorrhea  and  gleet : 

20th  Century  Remedy  Co 4982 

liver,  blood,  and  kidney  : 

Parker,  W.  J.,  Co 4440 

of  pain  : 

Coyle,  Dr.  A.,  Medicine  Co_  4859 

Currants  : 

Royce,  I.  H 4588 

Cusaeh’s  preparation  : 

Wampole,  H.  S.,  Co 4103 

Dairy  feed.  See  Feed. 


Dander-Off  : N.  J.  No. 

Hughel,  C.,  Co 4331 

Deodorant,  peroxid  talcum  : 

American  Druggists  Syndi- 
cate  4056 

Depurativo  Carson  universal : 

Guardias  Ointment  Co 4731 

Kane*&  Behrens 4731 

Depurativo  guardias  : 

Guardias  Ointment  Co 4708 


Desiccated  eggs.  See  Eggs,  evap- 


orated. 

De  Witt’s,  Dr., 
eclectic  cure : 

Parker,  W.  J.,  Co 4470 

liver,  blood,  and  kidney  cure  : 

Parker,  W.  J.,  Co____ 4440 


Diabetic  compound.  See  Compound. 
Diaphoretic  compound.  See  Com- 
pound. 

Diarrhea  cordial.  See  Cordial. 

Diphtheria  and  sore  throat  specific.  See 
Specific. 

remedy.  See  Remedy, 
specialty.  See  Specialty. 

Distemper  cure.  See  Cure. 

Downs’,  N.  II.,  vegetable  balsamic 
elixir : 


Henry,  Johnson  & Lord 4210 

Dried  apples.  See  Apples,  evaporated. 

Drops,  fever  : 

Tucker,  H.  A _i__. 4411 

5 : 

Swanson  Rheumatic  Cure 

Co 4372 

green  : 

Knorr  Medical  Co 4116 

lightning  hot : 

Herb  Medicine  Co 4414 

specific  : 

Stuart  Remedy  Co 4368 

white : 

Russell  Medicine  Co 43S8 

Druna  queensroot  blood  compound  : 

National  Union  Drug  Assoc_  48S4 
Dyspepsia  and  heartburn  remedy. 

See  Remedy. 

Eckman’s  alterative  : 

Eckman  Mfg.  Co *4S16 

(Suppl.  to  2995.) 

Edwards’,  Mrs.,  infant  sirup  : 

Raser,  W.  II 4471 

Eggs  : 


___  4288,  4299,  4305,  4309, 

4580,  4581,  4584,  4585,  4586 


Arkansas  City  Produce  Co_  4603 

Bear,  A.  W 4603 

Beatrice  Cold  Storage  Co 4671 

Eastern  Tanners  Egg  Yolk 

Co 4308 

Eureka  Commission  Co 4908 

Handy,  H.  L„  Co 4902 

Komius  Bros 4902 

Levy  & Aufrichtag 4534 

Mandelker,  Philip 4534 

Schallinger  Produce  Co *4061 

Spickloser,  Louis 4958 
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Stolle,  Dangel  & Foss  Co 4725 

Teichner,  H 4306 

evaporated  : 

__  4140,  4543,  4553 

Armour  & Co 4037 

Barber,  A.  H.,  & Co 4038 

Consolidated  Egg  Co 4129 

frozen  : 

Dillon  & Douglass 4910 

Lepman  & Heggie 4328 

Smithson,  Robert 4802, 

4803, 4804 

Spickloser,  Louis 4916 

liquid  : 

Baltic  Chemical  Co 4672 

Brown,  Morris 4665 

Eastern  Export  Co 4490 

Eastern  Tanners  Egg  Yolk 

Co 4307 

Rottenberg,  S 4490 

Electric  plasters.  See  Plasters. 

Electrozone  : 

Chemical  & Electrical  Co — 4355 

Elixir, 

bronchial : 

National  Chemical  Co 4478 

tonico  stomatico : 

American  Union  Cordial 

Co.  of  Pa 4161 

vegetable  balsamic  : 

Henry,  Johnson  & Lord 4210 

Elmore’s,  Dr.  r’eumatine-goutaline  : 

Bayne,  G 4374 

Emmons’,  Dr., 

throat  and  lung  healer : 

Emmons’,  Dr.,  Throat  & 

Lung  Healer  Co 4107 

tissue  builder  : 

Emmons’,  Dr.,  Throat  & 

Lung  Healer  Co 4107 

Emulsion,  petroleum  : 

Angier  Chemical  Co 4108 

Epilepsy  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Erdoline  : 

Oleon  Chemical  Co 4071 


Essence.  See  Extract. 

Evaporated, 

apples.  See  Apples, 
eggs.  See  Eggs. 

Expectorant, 
vegetable : 

Morgan,  E.,  & Sons 4362 

white  pine  : 

Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 

Extract, 

benne  plant  and  catechu  com- 
pound : 

Maguire,  J.  & C.,  Medicine 


Co 4988 

blackberry  : 

Michigan  Drug  Co 4152 

cake  flavor : 

Getz,  M.,  & Co 4662 

cherry,  wild  : 

Weeks,  O.  J.,  & Co *4047 

( Suppl.  to  3334.) 
cinchona  : 

Harvey,  G.  F.,  Co *4980 


Extract — Continued. 

citral : N.  J.  No. 

Weeks,  O.  .T.,  & Co *4047 

(Suppl.  to  3334.) 

coca  : 

Harvey,  G.  F.,  Co 4981 

cod-liver  oil  : 

Hollander  Koshland  Co 4171 

Wampole,  H.  S.,  Co 4103 

cognac  : 

Leerburger  Bros 4696 

copaiba  and  sarsaparilla  : 

Tarrant  Co 4473 

cubebs  and  copaiba: 

Tarrant  Co 4473 

golden  seal : 

Independent  Pharmaceuti- 
cal Co 4324 

hein  fong  : 

Knorr  Medical  Co 4116 

iodized,  of  sarsaparilla  : 

Michigan  Drug  Go 4120 

Jamaica  ginger  : 

Fialla  & Eppler 4517 

lemon  : 

Durand  & Kasper  Co 4326 

Hickok,  J.  N.,  & Son 4699 

Independence  Coffee  & 

Spice  Co 4098 

Kohn-Boldemann  Co 4499 

Lundin  & Co 4341 

McCullough  Drug  Co 4409 

Myers  & Hicks  Co 4377 

Wadhams  & Co 4084 

Weeks,  O.  J.,  & Co *4047 

(Suppl.  to  3334.) 
lemon  peel : 

Gumpert,  S.,  & Co 4897 

lemon  terpeneless  : 

Wadhams  & Co 4492 

malt  and  hops  : 

Bromstaff  Malt  Extract  Co_  4722 

Ebling  Brewing  Co 4722 

mentho-laxene  : 

Blackburn  Products  Co 4437 

orange  : 

Durand  & Kasper  Co 4326 

Lundin  & Co 4341 

Thomson  & Taylor  Spice  Co_  4808 
peach  : 

National  Fruit  Products  Co_  4060 
peppermint : 

Thomson  & Taylor  Spice  Co_  4808 
peppermint  dash  : 

Stange,  Wm.  J.,  Co 4976 

pepsin  : 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

pineapple  : 

Durand  & Kasper  Co — 4325,  4326 
Quaker  herb  : 

Quaker  Herb  Co 4474 

raspberry  : 

Magnus  & Lauer 4165 

sarsaparilla  : 

Michigan  Drug  Co 4120 

sarsaparilla,  compound  : 

Hood,  C.  I.,  Co 4990 
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Extract — Continued. 

strawberry  : N.  J.  No. 

Durand  & Kasper  Co 4325,  4326 

vanilla  : 

t. 4118 

Conron  & Co 4469 

Durand  & Kasper  Co 4326 

Gallagher,  E.  B.,  & Co 4723 

Hudson  Mfg.  Co_  4050,  4421,  4974 
Heinle,  C.  L.,  Specialty  Co_  4160 

Myers  & Hicks  Co 4377 

Wad  hams  & Co 4084 

Faucine  : 

Faucine  Co 4563 

Fava  beans.  See  Beans. 

Feed  : 

bran  : 

Morris  City  Mills 4145 

bran,  rice  : 

Southern  Rice  Milling  Co 4535 

calf  meal  : 

Quaker  Oats  Co 4347 

cottonseed  cake : 

Apache  Cotton  Oil  & Mfg. 

Co 4069,4087 

cottonseed  meal : 

Apache  Cotton  Oil  & Mfg. 

Co 4069,4087 

Buckeye  Cotton  Oil  Co 4793 

Merchants  & Planters  Oil 

Co 4126 

Powell,  L.  H.,  & Co 4126 

Rapier  Sugar  Feed  Co 4821 

Roberts  Cotton  Oil  Co 4348 

dairy  : 

Kirkland  Distributing  Co 4714 

Rapier  Sugar  Feed  Co 4568 

Wade,  John,  & Sons 4714 

golden  mash  : 

De  Wine,  J.,  Co 4392 

grain : 

Newport  Mill  Co 4088 

horse  : 

Byrnes,  W.  J.,  & Co 4835 

Excello  Feed  Milling  Co 4078 

imperial : 

Newport  Mill  Co 4088,  4940 

middlings,  sunbeam  : 

Schultz,  Baujan  & Co „ 4542 

molasses  : 

Cairo  Milling  Co 4648 

oats : 

r 4272 

Callahan  & Sons 4225, 

4242,  4250,  4251,  4253, 
4266,  4491,  4513,  4545 

Cothran  & Co 4497 

Donohue  & Stratton  Co 5000 

Fagg  & Taylor : 4162, 

4163,  4164,  *4404 

Fahey,  J.  T„  & Co *4404 

Ficarrotta,  G.,  & Co 4515 

Gibbons,  J.  T 4178,4514 

Gill  & Fisher *4404 

Green,  W.  L.,  Commission 

Co 4277 

Hooper  Grain  Co 4172 

Koch,  H.  W„  & Co 4272 

Kuhn,  Paul,  & Co 4264 


Feed — Continued. 

oats — Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

McDonald  & Co_  4257,  4258,  4259 
Marshall,  Hall  & Waggoner 

Grain  Co 4818 

Mayo  Milling  Co 4970 

Milam-Morgan  Co 4520 

Mueller  & Young  Grain  Co_  4031 

Muller,  L.,  Co *4404 

Norris  Grain  Co *4404 

Snyder,  Hammond,  & Co *4404 

Tate,  W.  R 4519 

Taylor  & Bournique  Co 5000 

Tennessee  Grain  Co 4799 

Trenholm-Kolp  Co 4512,  4518 

Zimmern’s,  J.,  Co 4546 

Zorn,  S„  & C© : 4248,  4278 

shorts : 

Blaker  Milling  Co 4851 

sirup  : 

Emison,  J.  & S.,  & Co 4062 

sprouts : 

Northwestern  Malt  & Grain 

Co 4823 

stock : 

Akron  Feeding  & Milling 

Co 4703 

Grandin,  D.  H.,  Milling  Co_  4085 
sugar : 

Harrington  Mills 4117 

Republic  Milling  Co 4117 

sugared  : 

U.  S.  Sugar  Feed  Co 4339 

tankage : 

Darling  & Co 4067 

Farmers’  Fertilizer  Co 4705 

Sulzberger  & Sons  Co 4340 

Swift  & Co *4850 


Female  panacea.  See  Panacea. 

Female  regulator.  See  Regulator. 

Female  suppositories.  ,See  Supposi- 
tory. 

Fernet  branca.  See  Bitters. 

Fernet  Milano.  See  Bitters. 

Ferro- china  bitters.  See  Bitters. 

Fever  Drops.  See  Drops, 
tonic.  See  Tonic. 

Fir  wafers,  Dr.  Freeman’s  balsam. 

See  Wafers. 

Fish, 

frozen  : 

4004 


Shipman,  B.  M 4688 

herring,  smoked  : 

Benson,  W.  R 4735 

Cossabon,  Angus 4742 

products,  canned  : 

California  Fruit  Canners’ 

Assoc 4906 


salmon,  canned  : 

4494 

sardines : 

Blanchard  Manufacturing  & 


Canning  Co 4941 

Clark,  L.  D.,  & Son 4938 

Holmes  Co 4589 

Lubec  Sardine  Co 4951 

McCurdy,  J.  J 4690 
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sardines — Continued. 

North  Lubec  Mfg'.  & Can- 
ning Co 4680 

Union  Sardine  Co 4690 

shad  : 

Shipman,  B.  M 4688 


tuna  : 

4952 

tuna,  canned  : 

National  Wholesale  Grocery 

Co 4796,  4797 


5 drops  : 

Swanson  Rheumatic  Cure 

Co 4372 

Flavor.  See  Extract. 

Flour  : 

American  Salvage  Co 4010 

Burton,  J.  II 4180 

Mountain  City  Mill  Co 4552 

buckwheat  and  wheat.: 

Eulalia  Mills 4871 

corn  : 

Herendeen,  C.,  Milling  Co — 4915 

germ  graham  : 

Dousman,  J.  P.,  Milling  Co_  4322 

graham  : 

North  Star  Feed  & Cereal 

Co 4076 

Forrests’  juniper  tar  : 

Whitehurst,  J.  EL.,  Co 4417 

Frazier’s  distemper  cure  : 

Binkley  Medical  Co 4426 

Freckle  lotion.  See  Lotion. 

Freeman’s,  Dr.,  balsam  of  fir  wafers  : 

Freeman  Pharmacal  Co 4391 


Frozen  eggs.  See  eggs. 

fish.  See  Fish. 

Fruit, 

canned : 

California  Fruit  Canners’ 

Assoc 4906 

dried  : 

Bauermeister,  C,  W.,  Co 4744 

Fulton’s, 

diabetic  compound  : 

Fulton,  John  J.,  Go 4562 

renal  compound  : 

Fulton,  John  J.,  Co_,__  4564,  4565 
Gaultheria,  oil  of.  See  Gil. 

Geese,  frozen  : 

New  York  & New  Jersey 

Beef  and  Provision  Co — 4698 

Gelatin  : 

Clarkson  Gelatine  Works 4082, 

4524 

capsules.  See  Capsules, 
pills.  See  Pills. 

Gem  balsam.  See  Balsam. 

Germetuer  : 


Ellis-Lillybeck  Drug  Co 4113 

Germicide  : 

Hiatt  Germicide  Co 4131 

Gerstle’s  female  panacea : 

Gerstle  Medicine  Co 4837 

Ginger  ale  : 

Sobiesky  Bottling  Works — 4333 


Ginger,  whole  Japan  : N.  J.  No. 

4263 

Goff’s, 

cough  sirup  : 

Goff,  S.  B.,  & Sons  Co 4332 

herb  bitters : 

Goff,  S.  B.,  & Sons  Co 4332 

Goiter  cure  balsam.  .See  Balsam. 

Goiter  cure  ointment.  See  Ointment. 

Golden  cough  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Golden  mash  feed.  See  Feed. 

Golden  oil.  See  Oil. 

Golden  seal,  fluid  extract  of  : 

Independent  Pharmaceutical 


Co 4324 

Gonorrhea  and  gleet  cure.  See  Cure. 

Gooch’s  Mexican  sirup  of  wild  cherry, 
tar,  etc. : 

Cincinnati  Drug  & Chemical 

Go 4425 

Graham  flour.  See  Flour. 

Graham,  S.  Grover,  dyspepsia  and 
heartburn  remedy  : 

Graham,  S.  Grover  Co 4119 

Grain  alcohol  varnish.  See  Varnish. 

Grain  feed.  See  Feed. 

Granatina  : 

Mariani  Bros 4410 

Grape  juice  : 

Fremont  Grape  Juice  Co 4452 

Monarch  Wine  Co 4960 

Duffy’s : 

Vineland  Grape  Juice  Co 4657 

Grape  wine.  See  Wine. 

Grapefruit : 

4614 

Arnett,  C,  L.,  Fruit  Co____  4599 

Denney,  John 4629 

Denny  & Co 4629 

Donaldson  Fruit  Co 4599 

Hickson,  J.  R.,  Packing  Co_  4623 

Kelly  Fruit  Co 4599 

Lawrence-Uensley  Fruit  Co _ 4599 

Gray  mineral  water  : 

Baird,  Win.,  & Son 4733 

Green  drops.  See  Drops. 

Greene's, 

nervura : 

Greene,  Dm.  F.  A.  & J.  A 4149- 

sirup  of  tar  : 

Greene,  Lester  H.,  Co 4522 

Ground  chocolate  : , 

Hudson  Gram  Co , 4557 

Guertin’s,  Dr.,  nerve  sirup : 

Kalinas  Chemical  Co 4406 

Gum  compound,  red.  See  Compound. 

H.  G.  C.  : 

Acme  Chemical  Mfg.  Co — 4397 

Hair  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Hale’s,  Dr.,  household  ointment : 

Kenyon  & Thomas  Co 4093 

Ham  and  bacon  : 

4574 


Hamlin’s  wizard  oil : 

Hamlin’s  Wizard  Oil  Co — 4364 
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Hancock  sulphur  compound  : N.  J.  No. 

Hancock  Liquid  Sulphur  Co_  4994 
sulphur  compound  ointment : 

Hancock  Liquid  Sulphur.  Co_  4994 
Hart’s,  Mother,  baby  sirup  : 

Dale  & Co 4101 

fclay  fever  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Haynes’,  Dr.,  Arabian  balsam  : 

Morgan,  E.,  & Sons 4349 

Ilayssen’s, 

sure  goiter  cure  balsam  : 

Hayssen,  H.  H.,  Co 4551 

ointment : 

Hayssen,  H.  II.,  Co 4551 

Healer,  throat  and  lung  : 

Emmons’,  Dr.,  Throat  & 

Lung  Healer  Co 4107 

Heartburn  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Hein  fong  essence.  See  Extract. 

Henry’s  red  gum  compound  : 

McNulty,  H.  L 4831 

Herb  bitters.  See  Bitters. 

extract.  See  Extract. 

Heroin  hydrochlorid  tablets.  See 
Tablets. 

Herring.  See  Fish. 

Hesperian  tonic  : 

Temple  of  Health  Medicine 


Co 4379 

Hiatt’s,  Dr.,  germicide  : 

Hiatt  Germicide  Co 4131 

Hibbard’s  rheumatic  sirup  : 

Burks  Medicine  Co 4102 

Hill’s, 

freckle  lotion  : 

Snow,  F.  L 4115 

kidney  kaskara  tablets  : 

Hill,  W.  H.,  Co 4993 

sirup  of  tar,  cod-liver  oil  ex- 
tract and  menthol : 

Hollander-Koshland  Co 4171  I 

Hoff's,  Prof.,  prescription  : 

Bendiner  & Schlesinger 4268 

Honey, 

crystallized  peach  and  : 

Cropper,  F.,  Co 4350 

Dr.  Bell’s  pine  tar  : 

Warner,  R.  W.,  & Co 4891 

Hood’s  compound  extract  of  sarsa- 
parilla : 

Hood,  C.  I.,  Co 4990 

Hop  tonic  > 

Temperance  Beverage  Co 4051 

Hops,  cream  of  : 

Temperance  Beverage  Co 4045, 


4051 

Horehound  balsam.  See  Balsam. 

Horse  beans.  See  Beans,  fava. 

Horse  feed.  See  Feed. 

Horse-radish  : 


Knadler  & Lucas 4070 

Household  ointment.  See  Ointment. 
Humphrey’s  curative  marvel : 

Gonzalez  Padin  Co 4617 

Hydrastis  : 

Independent  Pharmaceuti- 
cal Co 4324 


Hyomei  dri-ayr  : N.  J.  No. 

Booth’s  Hyomei  Co 4991 

Ice  cream  : 

Thompson-Reid  Ice  Cream 

Co 4390 

Icing, 

chocolate-flavored  paste  : 

Lowe,  J.,  Co 4670 

Imperial  feed.  See  Feed. 


Indian  liniment.  See  Liniment. 


Infant  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Injection, 
amber  : 

Thacher  Medicine  Co 4S38 

935- 

Brown,  Dr.,  Co ^ 4143 

yellow — 

Schuh  Drug  Co 4396 


Iodin,  tincture  of.  See  Tincture. 

Irish  whisky.  See  Whisky, 

Jack  Johnson  made  wine.  See  Wine. 


Jackson’s  magic  balsam  : 

Van  Alstine,  P 4134 

Jacobs’  liver  salt : 

Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co 4992 

Jamaica  ginger  : 

Fialla  & Eppler 4517 

Jam, 

peach  compound  : 

Crowley  Commission  Co 4493 

Old  Vincennes  Preserving 

Co 4493 

raspberry  compound  : 

Crowley  Commission  Co 4493 

Old  Vincennes  Preserving 

Co 4493 


Jamaica  rum.  See  Rum. 

Japan  ginger.  See  Ginger. 

Jasnogorskie  wine.  See  Wine. 

Jelly : 

4608 

beans.  See  Confectionery, 
eggs.  See  Confectionery. 

Johnson’s  chill  and  fever  tonic  : 

Johnson’s  Chill  & Fever 


Tonic  Co 4150 

Johnston's  iodized  extract  of  sarsa- 
parilla : 

Michigan  Drug  Co 4120 

Jones’,  Dr.,  liniment : 

Spiegel,  Dr.  M.,  & Sons 4138 

Juniper  compound.  See  Compound. 

Juniper  tar.  See  Tar. 


Kaskara  tablets,  kidney.  See  Tab- 
lets. 

Ivaufmann’s,  Dr.,  sulphur  bitters  : 


Ordway,  A.  P.,  & Co 4370 

Kellett’s,  Dr.  J.  L., 
oil  of  Eden  : 

California  Cooperative  Med- 
icine Co *4846 

sweet  spirits  of  Eden  : 

California  Cooperative  Med- 
icine Co *4846 

Kennedy’s  Dr.  D.,  favorite  remedy  : 

Kennedy’s,  Dr.  D.,  Sons 4673 

Kermott’s,  Dr.,  extract  of  blackberry  : 

Michigan  Drug  Co 4152 
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Ketchup,  . tomato.  See  Tomato 
ketchup. 

Kidney  kaskara  tablets.  See  Tab- 
lets. 

Kidney,  liver,  and  blood  cure.  See 
Cure. 

Kidney  remedy.  See  Remedy, 
tablets.  See  Tablets. 

King’s,  Dr., 

royal  germetuer  : 

Ellis-Lillybeck  Drug  Co 4113 

throat  and  lung  balsam  : 

King  Medicine  Co 4713,  4719 

Ritchey  Portrait  Co 4713,  4719 

Ivinmonth’s  diphtheria  and  sore 
throat  specific  : 

Kinmonth,  IT.  S 4123 

Knorr's, 

green  drops  : 

Knorr  Medical  Co 4116 

hein  fong  essence  : 

Knorr  Medical  Co 4116 

Kopp’s  baby’s  friend  : 

Kopp’s  Baby’s  Friend  Co  4213, 
4214 

Lard  : 

Gruber,  A.  E 4748 

McDade,  A.  G „ 4748 

Lee’s, 

croup  mixture  : 

Lee,  W.  W.,  & Co 4999 

save  the  baby  croup  specific  : 

Lee,  W.  W.,  & Co 4999 

Lemon  extract.  See  Extract, 
flavor.  See  Extract, 
oleum.  See  Oil. 
oil.  See  Oil. 
soda.  See  Soda. 

Lemonoleum.  See  Oil. 

Lemon-peel  flavor.  See  Extract. 

Lentils  : 

Gross,  Ignatius,  Co 4924 

Lillybeck’s  painac-ura  : 

Ellis-Lillybeck  Drug  Co 4096 

Liniment, 

Barren’s  Indian  : 

Cary,  H.  G.  O.,  Medicine 

Co 4848 

camphor  : 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

Classe’s  great  penetrating : 

Diggs,  W.  P.,  & Co 4424 

Coyle’s,  Dr.  A.,  celebrated  : 

Coyle,  Dr.  A.,  Medicine  Co_  4859 
Jones’,  Dr.  : 

Spiegel,  Dr.  M.,  & Sons 4138 

Mag-No  brand  : 

Mag-No  Co 4176 

Minard’s  : 

Minard’s  Liniment  Mfg.  Co_  4412 
snake  oil : 

Stanley,  Clark,  Snake  Oil 

Liniment  Co  4944 

vegetable  : 

Sayman,  T.  M 4128 

white  eagle  indian  rattlesnake 
oil : 

4442 


Liqueur  : N.  J.  No. 

Puziello,  Luccaro  & Co_, 4097 

Liquid  eggs.  See  Eggs. 

Liquore  Garibaldi : 

Mariani  Bros 4410 

Liquore,  St.  Rega  : 

Voltter,  Adolph 4732 

Lithia  water.  See  Water. 

Lithium  spring  water.  See  Water. 

Liver  and  blood  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Liver  and  kidney  remedy.  See  Rem- 
edy. 

Liver,  blood,  and  kidney  cure.  See 
Cure. 

Liver  salt : 

Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co 4992 

Locher’s  rheumatic  remedy  : 

Locher  & Wenger 4100 

Lotion,  freckle  : 

Snow,  F.  L 4115 

Lung  balsam.  See  Balsam, 
healer.  See  ITealer. 
tonic.  See  Tonic. 

Lung-vita  : 

Nashville  Medicine  Co 4511 

Lymphatic  compound.  See  Com- 
pound. 

MacDonald’s  (Dr.)  Atlas  compound 
famous  specific  No.  18  : 

MacDonald,  Jeremiah 4559 

McGill,  Dr.  J.  A.,  orange  blossom 
female  suppositories  : 

McGill,  J.  A 4360 

Macaroni : 

Atlantic  Macaroni  Co_  4003,  4901 

Italian  Importing  Co 4429 

Ohio  Egg  Noodle  & Maca- 
roni Co r 4218 

Union' Macaroni  Co 4315 

Macaroons  : 

Washhurn,  F.  B.,  & Co *4034, 

4311, 

(Suppl.  to  3275) 

Mace  : 

Woolson  Spice  Co 4812 

Mag-No  Brand  Liniment  : 

Mag-No  Co 4176 

Magic  balsam.  See  Balsam. 

Maguire’s  extract  of  benne  plant  and 
catechu  compound  : 

Maguire,  J.  & C.,  Medicine 

Co 4988 

Malt  and  hops  extract.  See  Extract. 

Man’s  remedy,  turpentine.  See  Rem- 
edy. 

Mansfield’s  Mississippi  diarrhea  cor- 
dial : 

Van  Vleet-Mansfield  Drug 

Co 4147 

Maple  balsam.  See  Balsam. 

sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Maraschino  : 

Minuet  Cordial  Co 4077 

Marshmallow  eggs.  See  Confection- 
ery. 

Mathieu’s  cough  sirup  : 

Favreau  & Collette 4405 

Matthai’s,  Professor  C.  E.,  victory  : 

Matthai,  Prof.  C.  E 4983 


678 


BUREAU  OF  CHEMISTRY. 


[Supplement  30, 


Matusow’s  nulfey  : N.  J.No. 

Matusow,  H *4190 

Mayr’s  stomach  remedy  : 

Mayr,  G.  H 4395 

Meal.  See  Feed. 

Meat  food  products  : 

Fairbanks  Meat  Co 4099 

Mecca  compound  : 

Foster-Dack  Co 4383 

Medicinal  tea.  See  Tea. 

M.egrimine  : 

Whitehall,  Dr.,  Megrimine 

Co - 4340 

Menta  glaciale  : 

Mariani  Bros 4410 

Mentho-laxene.  essence  : 

Blackburn  Products  Co 4437 

Menthol  : 

Hollander-Koshland  Co 4171 


Mexican  chili  peppers.  See  Peppers. 
Mexican  oil.  See  Oil. 

Mexican  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Microbe  killer  : 


Radam,  Wm.,  Laboratory 4198 

Middlings.  -See  Feed. 

Milk  : 

Blunt,  H.  II 4021 

Dalrymple,  John 4861 

Garland,  E.  H____ 4065 

Green,  E.  :J 4074 

Head,  B.  W 4017 

Hunt,  A.  J 4111 

Kansas  Condensed  Milk  Co_  4094 

Lobner,  F — 4092 

Renner,  E 4089 

See,  also,  correction p.  317 

Snyder,  R.  E 4006 

Woodworth.  11.  N 4158 

Wright  & War  r ell 4170 

cocoa.  See  Cocoa, 
condensed  : 

__  4595,  4607,  4631 

American  Milk  Co 4794 

Hires  Condensed  Milk  Co 4560 

Holland  Food  corporation — 

4740,  4772 

Iberville  Wholesale  Grocery 

Co 4895 

Morris  & Co . 4800 

South  Holland  Milk  Corp_ 

4942,  4945 

condensed  skimmed  : 

Sharpless,  P.  E.,  Co 4668 

South  Holland  Milk  Corp_  4945 
Miller’s,  Dr.,  vegetable  expectorant : 

Morgan,  E.,  & Sons 4362 

Minard’s  liniment : 

Minard’s  Liniment  Mfg.  Co_  4412 
Mincemeat : 

Royce,  I.  H 4588 


Mineral  water.  See  Water. 

Mississippi  diarrhea  cordial.  See 
Cordial. 

Mixture, 

cholera  : 

Thacher  Medicine  Co 4838 


Mixture — Continued. 

Crossman’s,  Dr.,  specific  : N.  J.  No. 

Wright’s  Indian  Vegetable 

Pill  Co 4996 

croup  : 

Lee,  W.  W.,  & Co 4999 

white  : 

Schuh  Drug  Co 4396 

Molasses  feed.  See  Feed. 

Moreau’s  soothing  wine  of  anise  : 

Lafayette  Co 4989 

Moscato.  See  Wine. 

Mother  Hart’s  baby  sirup  : 

Dale  ’&  Co 4101 

Mother  Noble’s  healing  sirup  : 

Johnson,  Clark,  Medicine 

Co 4579 

Bloiher’s  salve  mother’s  remedy  : 

Mother’s  Remedies  Co 4427 

Muller’s  famous  prescription  : 

Muller,  W.  H 4506 


Mustard  : 

Thomson  & Taylor  Spice  Co_  *4811 
seed.  See  Seed. 

Musterole  : 

Musterole  Co 4358 

Navy  beans.  See  Beans. 

sweets.  See  Confectionery. 

Nebiolo.  See  Wine. 

Neal’s  olivfoam  : 

To-Kalon  Mfg.  Co 4415 

Nerve  and  brain  tonic  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

Nerve  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Nerve  tonic.  See  Tonic. 

Nervine,  Samaritan  : 


Greene,  F.  A.  & J.  A 4149 

Neuralgic  tablets.  See  Tablets. 

935  injection.  See  Injection. 

Nitroglycerin  tablets.  See  Tablets. 

Nulfey  tablets.  See  Tablets. 


Nutmegs  : 

Wixon  Spice  Co 4825 

Nuts  : 

Bernheimer  Bros 4707 

Brazil : 

Kruger,  F.  P 4159 

chestnuts : 

445S 


4602.  4615.  4619. 


4620,  4621,  4638 

Cuneo  Bros 4659 

Dashields 4678 

Desealzi  Bros 4660 

Garbini  Bros.  & Co 4660 

Garcia  & Maginni  Co 4659 

Hattie,  ,T.  P 4636.  4642 

Henderson,  Lintliicum  & 

Co 4601,4928 

Meadows  of  Dan  Mercan- 
tile Co 4637 

Stevens  Bros 4654. 

4658,  4912,  4917 

■Utz.  W.  L„  & Co 4639,4911 
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Nuts — Continued. 

mixed  : N,  J.  No.  i 

4151 

Hills  Bros.  Co_ - *4329 

peanuts  : 

Gwaltney  - Bunkley  Peanut 

Oo *4877 

walnut  meats  : 

4206 

walnuts  : 

Bennett,  Day  & Co 4691 

Grace,  W.  R.,  & Co 4685 

Zucca  & Co 4730 


Nux  vomica, 

tablets.  See  Tablets, 
tincture.  See  Tinctui’e. 

Oats.  See  Feed. 

Ohio  port  wine.  See  Wine. 

Oil : 

birch  : 

4254 

Lathrop,  H.  R„  & Co 4292 

cajuput : 


Hymes  Bros.  Co 4536 

cassia  : 

Hilker  & Bletsch  Co 4346 

Hymes  Bros.  Co 4479,  4667 

cod  liver  : 

American  Druggists  Syndi- 
cate   4033 

cod  liver,  extract ; 

Hollander-Koshland  Co 4171 

Wampole,  H.  S,,  Co 4103 

cottonseed  : 

Fried,  Harry 4618 

Fried,  L.,  & Sons 4618 

Lange  Bros 4618 

Metropolitan  Importing  Co-  4618 
cottonseed  and  olive  : 

Venice  Importing  Co 4961, 

4962,  4964,  4965 

golden  : 

Ballard  Golden  Oil  Co 4124 

lemon  : 

Magnus  & Lauer 4450 

Sethness  Co 4342,  4399 

Thompson  & Taylor  Spice 

Co 4323 

Mexican  : 

Hausman  Drug  Co 4616 

of  balm  : 

Quaker  Herb  Co 4474 

of  Eden,  Dr.  J.  L.  Kellett’s; 

California  Cooperative  Med- 
icine Co *4846 

of  gaultheria  : 

Southern  Root  & Herb  Co_  4596 
olive  : 

Carnese,  A 4784 

Gregg,  C.  D.,  Tea  & Coffee 

Co 4366 

Grogan,  C.  P 4155 

Heller,  Anna 4776 

Spadaro  & Co 4611 

Spadaro,  F.,  and  V.  C 4611 

Venice  Importing  Co 4776 


Oil — Continued. 

Quakor  : N.  J.  No. 

Quakor  Oil  Co 4148 

Renne’s  pain  killing  : 

Herrick,  Dr.,  Family  Medi- 
cine Co 4400 

wintergreen  leaf : 

Dowe,  F.  P 4704 

wizard  : 

Hamlin’s  Wizard  Oil  Co 4364 

Ointment : 
croup  : 

Carpenter  & Pierce  Co 4375 

goiter  cure  : 

Hayssen,  EL  II 4551 

household  : 

Kenyon  & Thomas  Co 4093 

sulphur  compound  : 

Hancock  Liquid  Sulphur 

Co 4994 

universal : 

Kane  & Behrens 4709 

Olive  Oil.  See  Oil. 

Olives,  black  : 

Moscahlades  Bros 4762 

Olivfoam,  Neal’s  : 

To-Kalon  Mfg.  Co 4415 


Onion  salad.  See  Salad. 

Opaline  suppositories.  See  Supposi- 
tory. 

Orange  blossom  female  suppositories. 

See  Suppository. 

Orange  curagao.  See  Cordial. 

extract.  See  Extract 
Orangeade : 


Cropper,  F.,  Co 4053 

Oriental  cream.  See  Cream. 

Otto’s  spruce  gum  balsam  and  pine 
tar  compound  : 

American  Pharmacal  Co 4139 


Oysters  : 

4634, 

4640,  4641,  4643,  4650 

American  Oyster  Co 4651. 

4652,  4653,  4655 


Goodwin,  J.  E 4720 

Hamilton,  C.  E^ 4925,4931 

Hatton,  W.  S 4949 

Hogg,  C.  J 4054 

Merrell,  A.  F *4922 

Miles,  J.  H.,  & Co 4043 

Old  Dutch  Market,  Inc 4946 

Pendleton,  O.  A 4987 

Riehl,  Jacob 4666 

Still,  G.  M.,  Inc 4921 

P.  P.  P.  Prickly  ash,  poke  root, 
potassium,  and  stillingia  : 

Lippman,  F.  V 4413 

Fabst  okay  specific  : 

Pabst  Chemical  Co 4893 

Pain  destroyer,  Walker’s  : 

Walker  Medicine  Co 4353 

Pain-killing  oil.  See  Oil. 

Painacura  : 

Ellis-Lillybeck  Drug  Co__ _ 4096 

Palmer’s,  Dr.  Fred,  skin  whitener  : 

Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co 4995 
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Panacea,  female  : N.  J.  No. 

Gerstle  Medicine  Co 4837 

Swaim’s  : 

Ballard,  J.  F 4373 

Swayne’s : 

Ballard,  J.  F 4373 

Paracamph  : 

Paracamph  Mfg.  Co 4408 

Paregoric  : 

Richardson,  E.  K.,  & Co___  4986 

Paste  : 

alimentary  : 

Yesuvio  & Piedmont  Paste 

Co 4195,  4196 

tomato.  See  Tomato  paste. 

Pastor  Koenig’s  nerve  tonic  : 

Koenig  Medicine  Co 4531 

Payne  quick  relief  : 

Quaker  Herb  Co 4474 

Payne’s  new  discovery  : 

Quaker  Herb  Co 4474 

Peach  extract.  See  Extract, 
jam  compound.  See  Jam. 
and  honey,  crystallized  : 

Cropper,  F.,  Co 4350 


Peaches,  candy.  See  Confectionery, 
dried  : 

California  Dried  Fruit  Co_  4747 
Peanuts.  See  Nuts. 

Pears,  candy.  See  Confectionery. 

Peas  : 


Cacciola  Bros 4530 

canned : 

4338 

National  Grocer  Co 4749 

National  Wholesale  Grocery 

Co 4755 

Twitehell-Champlin  Co 4749 

soaked  : 

Cooke,  Shanawolf  Co__  4532,  4533 
Pectoral  plaster.  See  Plaster. 

Peeke’s,  Prof.,  remedy  for  epilepsy  : 

Peeke,  Prof.  W.  H 4447 

Pennyroyal,  tansy,  and  cotton  root 
pills  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

Pepper  : 

4216, 

4482,  4483,  4504 
Blanke,  C.  F.,  Tea  & Coffee 

Co 4844 

Crawford,  W.  H.  & Co_  4872,  4873 
Great  Eastern  Coffee  & 

Tea  Co 4S86 

Parish  Bros 4245, 

4501,  4866,  4867 
Thomson  & Taylor  Spice 

Co 4224,  4236,  4237,  4855 

Wixon  Spice  Co 4810 

Woolson  Spice  Co 4208, 


4232,  4468 

Peppermint  dash.  See  Extract. 

extract.  See  Extract. 

Peppers, 

dried  chili : 

Crosby  Chili  Evaporating 
Co 


Peppers — Continued. 

dried  red  : N.  J.  No. 

Chieves,  James,  & Co 4753 

Mexican  chili : 

Armengol,  J 4717,  4947 


Pepsin,  essence  of.  See  Extract.. 

Peroxid  talcum  antiseptic  and  de- 
odorant. See  Antiseptic. 

Persil : 

Arrow  Distilleries  Co 4635 

Petroleum  emulsion.  See  Emulsion. 
Phedrin  : 

American  Remedy  Co 4136 

Phenacetin  tablets.  See  Tablets. 

Pickles  : 

Royce,  I.  II 4588 

Pile  remedy  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co_ 4507 

Pills, 

gelatin  : 

Norwich  Tharmacal  Co 4817 

pink  : 

Williams,  Dr.,  Medicine  Co_  *4849 


Thomas  pennyroyal,  tansy,  and 
cotton  root : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

Indian  vegetable  : 

Wright’s  Indian  Vegetable 

Pill  Co 4594 

Pine  tar, 

compound.  See  Compound, 
honey,  Dr.  Bell’s: 

Warner,  R.  W.,  & Co 4891 

honey,  horehound,  and  wild 
cherry  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co_ 4507 


Pineapple  flavoring.  See  Extract. 
Pink  pills.  See  Pills. 

Pinkham’s,  Lydia  E.,  vegetable  com- 
pound : 

Pinkham,  Lydia  E.,  Medi- 


cine Co 4997 

Plaster, 

electric  : 

Potter  Drug  & Chemical 

Corporation 1 4572 

pectoral : 

Raymond  & Co 4839 

X-ray  porous  : 

Slocum,  T.  A.,  & Co 4188 

Pneumovita  : 

Moore,  E.  H 4394 

Poland  wine  bitters  : 

Struzynski  Bros 4456 

Pork  : 

Fairbanks  Meat  Co *4099 

Pork  and  beans.  See  Beans. 


Porous  plaster.  See  Plaster. 

Port  wine,  Ohio.  See  Wine. 

Potatoes,  canned  sweet : 

Schwab,  L.  II 4950 

Powder,  aceto  : 

Earnhardt,  G.  A 4881 

Powders,  Andrews’  wine  of  life  root 
annex : 


4953 


Andrews  Mfg.  Co. 


494.3 
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Preparation,  Wilson’s  : N.  J.  No. 

Davis,  H.  L 4480 

Prescription, 

Muller’s  famous  : 

Muller,  W.  H 4506 

Prof.  Hoff’s  : 

Bendiner  & Schlesinger 4268 

Preserves, 
apple  : 

Glaser,  Kobn  & Co *4036 

(Suppl.  to  3400.) 
blackberry  : 

Glaser,  Kohn  & Co *4036 

(Suppl.  to  3400.) 

Preventics  : 


Shoop’s,  Dr.,  Laboratories-  4186 
Trickly  ash, 
bitters : 

Prickly  Ash  Bitters  Co 4455 

poke  root,  potassium,  and  stillin- 
gia  : 

Lippman,  F.  Y 4413 

Prunes,  dried  : 

Bauermeister,  C.  W.,  Co 4744 

Pulmonary  balsam.  See  Balsam. 

Pulmonic  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Pulp,  tomato.  See  Tomato  pulp. 

Pumpkin,  canned  : 

National  Wholesale  Grocery 


Co 4755 

Puree,  tomato.  See  Tomato  puree. 

Quaker  herb  extract : 

Quaker  Herb  Co 4474 

Quaker  oil  of  balm  : 

Quaker  Herb  Co 4474 

Quakor  oil : 

Quakor  Oil  Co__ 4148 

Queensroot  blood  compound.  See 
Compound. 

Kadam’s,  Wm.,  microbe  killer  : 

Radam,  Wm.,  Laboratory 4198 

Radway’s  sarsaparillian  : 

Radway  & Co 4179 

Raisin  brandy.  See  Brandy. 

Raisins  : 

American  Salvage  Co 4010 

Bauermeister,  C.  W.,  Co 4744 

Royce,  I.  H 4588 

Wood  & Selick  Co 4674 

Raney’s  blood  remedy  : 

Raney  Medicine  Co 4436 


Raspberry  flavor.  See  Extract. 

jam  compound.  See  Jam. 
Rawleigh’s, 

cough  sirup  : 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Medicine 


Co 4419 

Ru-Mex-Ol : 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Medicine 

Co 4419 

Raymond’s  pectoral  plaster  : 

Raymond  & Co 4839 

Red  gum  compound.  See  Compound. 

Red  peppers.  See  Peppers. 

Regulator,  female  : 

Andrew's  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 

Relief, 

Cooper’s  quick  : 

Cooper  Medicine  Co 4460 

4389°— 18 6 


Relief — Continued. 

Payne  quick  : N.  J.  No. 

Quaker  Herb  Co 4474 

St.  Joseph’s  quick  : 

Gerstle  Medicine  Co 4939 

Remedy  : 
ague  : 

Ballard,  J.  F 4373 

asthma  and  hay  fever  : 

National  Chemical  Co 4478 

blood  : 

National  Pharmacy  Co 4477 

Raney  Medicine  Co 4436 


catarrh,  cough,  colds,  and  rheu- 


matism : 

Barker,  H.  W.,  Medical  Co_  4401 
Constitutional  tonic  catarrh  : 

Littlefield  & Co___ ___ ___ _ 4852 

cough  : 

Davies,  Rose  & Co 4381 

diphtheria  : 

Shoop’s,  Dr.,  Laboratories-  4186 
dyspepsia  and  heartburn  : 

Graham,  S.  G.,  Co 4119 

epilepsy  or  fits  : 

Peeke,  Prof.  W.  II— 4447 

hair  : 

Wyeth  Chemical  Co 4486 

Kennedy’s  Dr.  D.,  favorite  : 

Kennedy’s,  Dr.  D.,  Sons 4673 

kidney  : 

Smith  Medicine  Co 4154 

liver  and  kidney  : 

National  Remedy  Co 4754 

mother’s  : 

Mother’s  Remedies  Co 4427 

pile  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

rheumatic  : 

Abbott  Bros.  Co *4842 

Locker  & Wenger 4100 

Wright  Medicine  Co 4398 

rheumatism  : 

Walker  Medicine  Co 4130 

S.  B.  cough  and  consumption  : 

Blumauer-Frank  Drug  Co_  4860 
standard  : 

Standard  Medical  Society-  4676 
stomach  : 

Mayr,  G.  H 4395 

tubercular : 

Morgan,  E.  D 4998 

Turpentine  man’s  : 

Tydings,  C.,  & Co 4832 

Tydings  : 

Tydings,  C.,  & Co 4832 

Renal  compound.  See  Compound. 

Renne’s  pain-killing  oil : 

Herrick,  Dr.,  Family  Medi- 
cine Co 4400 

Rheuma  : 

Rheuma  Co 4133 

Rheumatic  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

sirup.  See  Sirup. 

R’eumatine  goutaline  : 

Bayne,  G 4374 

Rheumatism  remedy.  See  Remedy. 
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Rice  : N.  J.  No. 

Cluff,  William,  Co 4814 

Jiminez,  Goble 4923 

Rice  bran.  See  Feed. 


Rock  Candy  and  maple  sirup.  See 
Sirup. 

Root  juice  compound.  See  Com- 
pound. 

Rosadalis  : 


Hall  Ruc-kel 4505 

Rum,  Jamaica : 

Blum,  A.,  jr.,  Sons 4841 

Ru-Mex-OI  : 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Medical 

Co 4419 

Russell’s  white  drops  : 

Russell  Medicine  Co 4388 

Russia  salve.  See  Salve. 

S.  B.  cough  and  consumption  remedy  : 

Blumauer-Frank  Drug  Co — 4860 

St.  Joseph’s  quick  relief  : 

Gerstle  Medicine  Co 4939 

Salad,  onion  : 

Bay  State  Relish  Co 4745 

Salmon.  See  Fish. 

Salt: 

Royee,  I.  H 4588 

liver  : 

Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co 4992 

Salve  : 

mother’s  : 

Mother’s  Remedies  Co — ! 4427 

Russia  : 

Redding  & Co 4301 

Samaritan  nervine  : 

1 4280 

Sardines.  See  Fish. 

Sarsaparilla, 

compound.  See  Compound. 


compound  extract  of.  See  Ex- 
tract. 

extract.  See  Extract, 
Sarsaparillian  : 


Radway  & Co 4179 

Sauce,  tomato.  See  Tomato  sauce. 

Sausage : 

Fairbanks  Meat  Co *4099 

Sayman’s  vegetable  liniment  com- 
pound : 

Sayman,  T.  M 4128 

Scallops  : 

Boulter,  Charles 4767 

Dixon,  Joseph,  & Son 4761 

Mason,  P.  B 4766 

Merrill,  Z.  L..  & Co 4760 

Morehead  City  Seafood  Co_  4768 

Piner,  L.  K 4758 

Salter.  V.  F 4765 

Wade,  C.  H 4759 

Schuh’s, 

white  mixture  : 

Schuh  Drug  Co 4396 

yellow  injection  : 

Schuh  Drug  Co 4396 

Sciroppo  tamarindo.  See  Sirup. 
Scuppernong  wine.  See  Wine. 


Seed,  mustard  : N.  J.  No. 

Nachman,  L.  S 4798 

North  American  Mercantile 

Co 4798 

Sensapersa  : 

Brown  Export  Co 4984 

Sexual  tablets  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

Shad.  See  Fish. 

Shellac  : 

Rogers,  E.  A.,  & Co 4049 

Sherman’s,  Dr.  B.  F.,  prickly  ash 
bitters  : 

Prickly  Ash  Bitters  Co 4455 

Shoop's,  Dr.,"* 

diphtheria  remedy  : 

Shoop’s,  Dr.,  Laboratories-  4186 
preventics  : 

Shoop’s,  Dr.,  Laboratories-  4186 
Shorts.  See  Feed. 

Simpson’s,  Dr.,  vegetable  compound  : 

Simpson,  Dr.  A.  B.,  Co 4363 

Sirup, 

baby  ; 

Dale  & Co— ’ 4101 

cane  : 

American  Salvage  Co 4010 

South  Georgia  Syrup  Co 4063, 

4064 

compound: 

American  Salvage  Co 4010 

corn  and  sugar  : 

Union  Starch  & Refining 

Co 4827 

cough  : 

Acid  Iron  Mineral  Co 4337 

Diggs,  W.  P.,  & Co L—  4489 

Favreau,  & Collette 4405 

Goff,  S.  B..  & Sons  Co 4332 

Rawleigh,  W.  T.,  Medical 

Co 4419 

figs  with  sirup  of  pepsin : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

feed.  See  Feed, 
granatina  : 

Mariani  Bros 4410 

healing : 

Johnson,  Clark,  Medicine 

Co 4579 

infant : 

Raser.  W.  H — ' 4471 

liver  and  blood  : 

Thacher  Medicine  Co 4351,  4828 

maple  : 

Leslie  Dunham  & Co 4591 

nerve : 

Kalmus  Chemical  Co 4406 

pulmonic  : 

Black  Distributing  Agency-  4357 
rheumatic  : 

Burks  Medicine  Co 4102 

rock  candy  and  maple  : 

Rigney  & Co *4057 

rock  maple  : 

Leslie,  Dunham  & Co 4819 

soothing : 

Anglo-American  Drug  Co — 4110 
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sorghum  : N.  J.  No. 

Castleman-Blakemore  Co 4344 

sugar  and  maple : 

Goulding  Bros 4843 

tamarind  : 

Bernagozzi,  W.  P.,  & Bro 4472 

Fried,  Harry ' 4618 

Fried,  L.,  & Sons 4618 

Lange  Bros 4618 

Metropolitan  Importing  Co_  4618 

tar  : 

Greene,  Lester  H.,  Co 4522 


tar,  col-liver  oil  extracts  and 
menthol : 

Hollander-Koshland  Co 4171 

wild  cherry,  tar,  etc.  : 

Cincinnati  Drug  & Chemi- 


cal Co 4425 

wine  of  tar  : 

Warner,  C.  D.,  Co 4422 

Skimmed  condensed  milk.  See  Milk. 

Skim-milk  cheese.  See  Cheese. 

Skin  whitener,  Dr.  Fred  Palmer’s  : 

Jacobs’  Pharmacy  Co 4995 

Smith’s, 

kidney  remedy  : 

Smith  Medicine  Co 4154 

lung  tonic  : 

Smith,  T.  B.,  Medicine  Co — 4105 


Snake  oil  liniment.  See  Liniment. 

Snyder’s  bitters  : 

Synder,  J.  H.,  Medicine  Co_  4359 
Soda,  lemon  : 

Coyote  Springs  Mineral 

Water  Co 4428 

Sodium  salicylate  tablets.  See  Tab- 
lets. 

Solvent,  Dr.  Sullivan’s  sure  : 

Sullivan’s,  Dr.,  Sure  Sol- 
vent Co .4378 

Soothing  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Sore  throat  specific.  See  Specific. 

Sorghum.  See  Sirup. 

Sparkling  nebiolo.  See  Wine. 

Specialty,  diphtheria  : 


White,  B.  R 4249 

Specific, 
croup  : 

Lee,  W.  W.,  & Co 4999 

diphtheria  & sore  throat : 

Kinmonth,  H.  S 4123 

drops.  See  Drops, 
mixture.  See  Mixture. 

Pabst  okay  : 

Pabst  Chemical  Co 4893 

Spirits  of  Eden,  Dr.  J.  L.  Kellett’s 
sweet : 

California  Cooperative  Med- 
icine Co *4846 

Spohn’s  distemper  cure  : 

Spohn  Medical  Co 4382 

Spring  water.  See  Water. 

Sprouts.  See  Feed. 


N.  J.  No. 

Spruce  gum  balsam  and  pine  tar 
compound.  See  Balsam.  See  also 
Compound. 

St.  Joseph’s  quick  relief : 

Gerstle  Medicine  Co 4939 

Stella  Vitae  : 

Thacher  Medicine  Co__  4352,  4389 
Sterline’s,  W.  K.,  asthma  and  hay 


fever  remedy  : 

National  Chemical  Co 4478 

bronchial  elixir  : 

National  Chemical  Co 4478 

Stock  feed.  See  Feed. 

Stomach  bitters.  See  Bitters. 


Stomach  remedy.  See  Remedy. 

Stone  root  and  gin,  Weller’s  : 

Weller,  W.  L„  & Sons 4297 

Strained  tomatoes.  See  Tomatoes. 
Stramonium, 
leaves  : 

Anderson,  P.  E.,  & Co 4728 

tincture.  See  Tincture. 

Strawberry  flavoring.  See  Extract. 
Street’s  onion  salad.  See  Salad. 
Strychnine  sulphate  tablets.  See 
Tablets. 

Stuart’s, 

buchu  and  juniper  compound  : 


Daniel,  John  B 4583 

calcium  wafer  compound  : 

Stuart,  F.  A.,  Co 4782,4969 

calcium  wafers : 

St.  John,  H.  W.,  Co 4774 

Stuart  & Co . 4775 

Stuart,  F.  A.,  Co 4773 

Dr.,  specific  drops  : 

Stuart  Remedy  Co 4368 

Sueeus  cineraria  maritima  : 

Walker  Pharmacal  Co 4508 

Sugar : 

Royce,  I.  H 4588 

feed.  See  Feed, 
sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Sul-Ferro-Sol : 

Sul-Ferro-Sol  Co 4521 

Sullivan’s,  Dr.,  sure  solvent : 

Sullivan’s,  Dr.,  Sure  Sol- 
vent Co 4378 


Sulphur,  bitters.  See  Bitters, 
compound.  See  Compound, 
compound  ointment.  See  Oint- 
ment. 

Suppository, 

alorine  antiseptic  : 


Live  & Let  Live  Drug  Co 4929 

female : 

McGill,  J.  A 4360 

opaline : 

Vanderhoof  & Co 4407 

Swaim’s  panacea  : 

Ballard,  J.  F 4373 

Swan’s,  Dr.,  liver  and  kidney  rem- 
edy : 

National  Remedy  Co, 4754 

Swayne’s  panacea  : 

Ballard,  J.  F_„ 4373 
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Sweet  potatoes,  canned.  See  Pota- 
toes : 

Sweet  spirits  of  Eden,  Dr.  J.  L. 
Kellett’s  : 

California  Cooperative  Med- 


icine Co *4846 

Sykes,  Dr.,  cure  for  catarrh  : 

Sykes,  Dr.,  Sure  Cure  Co 4459 

Tablets, 

acetanilid  : 

Independent  Pharmaceuti- 
cal Co 4324 

Norwich  Pharmacal  Co 4817 

Stearns  & White  Co 4048 

acetanilid  and  soda  compound : 

Stearns  & White  Co 4048 

acetanilid  compound  : 

Remick,  A.  E.,  Pharmacal 

Co 4975 

acetphenetidin  : 

Norwich  Pharmacal  Co 4817 

Remick,  A.  E.,  Pharmacal 

Co 4975 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

acetylsalicylic  acid  : 

Annis,  I.  H 4675 

Burrough  Bros.  Mfg.  Co 4598, 

4624,  4645 

Rigrish,  F.  R 4677 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

Barlow’s  : 

Barlow,  E.  B.,  & Co__ 4868 

blood  and  kidney  : 

Bloodine  Corporation 4343 

caffeine  : 

Norwich  Pharmacal  Co 4817 

California  tuna  tonic  : 

California  Good  Health  Co_  4926 
codeine  : 

Stearns  & White  Co 4048 

codeine  sulphate  : 

Gould,  G.  H 4146 

heroin  hydrochlorid  : 

Gould,  G.  H 4146 

kidney  kaskara  : 

Hill,  W.  H.,  Co 4993 

neuralgic  : 

Remick,  A.  E.,  Pharmacal 

Co 4975 

nitroglycerin  : 

Remick,  A.  E.,  Pharmacal 

Co 4975 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

nulfey  : 

Matusow,  H *4190 

nux  vomica  : 

Stearns  & White  Co 4048 

phenacetin  : 

Stearns  & White  Co 404S 

sexual : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

sodium  salicylate  : 

Stearns  & White  Co 4048 

strychnine  sulphate  : 

Stearns  & White  Co 4048 
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trional : N.  J.  No. 

Independent  Pharmaceuti- 
cal Co 4324 

troche,  magic : 

Contrell  Co 4569 

Tabonucol-pectoratol : 

• Porto  Rico  Pharmaceutical 

Specialty  Co 4706 

Tamarind  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Tankage.  See  Feed. 

Tar, 

juniper  : 


Whitehurst,  J.  H.,  Co 4417 

sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Tarrant’s  extract  of  cubebs  and 
copaiba  : 

Tarrant  Co 4473 

Taylor’s  horehound  balsam  : 

Taylor  Drug  & Chemical 

Co 4125 

Tea,  birch  mountain  medicinal : 

Birch  Mountain  Tea  Co 4387 

Temple  of  health  : 

Temple  of  Health  Medicine 

Co 4379 

Terraline  : 

Hillside  Chemical  Co 4503 

Texas  wonder  : 

Hall,  E.  W 4840 

Thacher’s,  Dr., 

amber  injection  : 

Thacher  Medicine  Co 4838 

cholera  mixture  : 

Thacher  Medicine  Co 4838 

liver  and  blood  sirup  : 


Thacher  Medicine  Co — 4351,  4828 
Thomas  pennyroyal,  tansy,  and  cot- 
ton root  pills  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

Thompson’s,  E.  K.,  barosma  com- 
pound : 

Thompson  Medical  Co 4114 

Thorn’s  extract  of  copaiba  and 
sarsaparilla  : 

Tarrant  Co 4473 

Throat  and  lung  balsam.  See  Bal- 
sam. 

Throat  and  lung  healer.  See 


Healer. 

Tincture, 

aconite  : 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

aconite  root : 

Remick,  A.  E.,  Pharmacal 

Co 4975 

belladonna  : 

Stearns  & White  Co 4048 

cinchona  : 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

iodin  : 

Allaband,  E.  R 4025 

Arth,  J.  F 4026 

McClure,  W.  H 4019 

Mitchell,  W.  K 4020 

Morse,  J.  W___ 4029 
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Tincture — Continued. 

iodin — Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Napper,  W.  P 4018 

Nelson,  J.  A 4024 

Pattie,  N.  V 4030 

Smith,  W.  L s 4028 

Timberman,  C.  P.  C 4027 

Work,  W.  F 4023 

dux  vomica  : 

Truax,  Greene  & Co 4977 

stramonium  : 

Remick,  A.  E.,  Pharmacal 

Co 4975 

Tissue  builder : 

Emmons,  Dr.,  Thorat  & 

Lung  Healer  Co 4107 

Tomato  : 

conserve  : 

4211, 


4215,  4217,  4239,  4241,  4630 


Roncoroni,  G 4433 

Vesuvian  Preserving  Co 4457 

ketchup  : 

4135,  4289 

Blue  Grass  Canning  Co 4909 

Champion  Preserving  Co 4066 

Chances,  R.  C.,  Sons 4628 

Colter,  A.  W.,  Canning 

Co 4649 

Cruikshank  Bros.  Co 4175 

Flaccus,  E.  C.,  Co 4066, 

4694,  4716 

Harbauer  Co 4904 

Indiana  Tomato  Seed  Co 4556 

Lansdale  Pure  Food  Co 4509 

Lewis  Packing  Co 4265,  4626 


paste : 

4203,  4212, 

4269,  4271,  4293,  4298,  4300 
Alloway  Packing  Co__  4528,  4663 
Parodi,  Erminio  & Co_  4750,  4781 


Roncoroni,  G 4262, 

4433,  4663,  4679 

Vecchi,  L 4371, 

4548,  4664,  4683 
Vesuvian  Preserving  Co 4435 


pulp  : 

4156,  4187, 

4200,  4243,  4252,  4255,  4256, 
4294,  4295,  4432,  4462,  4544, 


4567,  4592,  4613,  4622,  4647 
Andrews,  W.  P__  4770,  4777,  4879 

Austin  Canning  Co 4233, 

4430,  4550,  4903 

Blue  Grass  Canning  Co 4002, 

4431 

Booth  Packing  Co 4737 

Eavey  Packing  Co 4727 

Foote,  D.  E.,  & Co 4484 

Hartlove  Packing  Co 4290, 

4476,  4736,  4769 

Hearn,  J.  F 4005,  4270 

Houghland  Bros 4445, 

4711,  4718,  4883 

Miller  Bros  & Co 4157,  4741 

Mantik  Packing  Co 4209, 

4240,  4889,  4898 


Tomato — Continued. 

pulp — Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Rider  Packing  Co 4689 

Roberts  Bros 4526, 

4633,  4702,  4729 

Scottsburg  Canning  Co 4700, 

4701,  4874,  4878,  4882,  4892 

Vecchi,  Luigi 4836 

Vesuvian  Packing  Co 4435 

Vienna  Canning  Co 4687 

puree  : 

4281 

Blue  Grass  Canning  Co 4002 

Leggett,  Francis  H.,  & Co_  *4597 

Morris  Canning  Co 4625 

Owensboro  Canning  Co_. — 4656 

Scheid,  H.  E 4488 

Weller,  J.,  Co 4880 

sauce  : 

Vesuvian  Preserving  Co 4435 

See  Pork  and  beans  with. 
Tomatoes,  canned  : 

— 4302 

Jarrell,  R — 4282 

Mantik  Packing  Co  ___  4303,  4571 

Miller  Bros.  & Co 4106,  4669 

Roberts,  Thomas,  & Co__ — 4561 

Schimp  & Harris— _ — — : — 4612 

Seward,  C.  L 4896 

strained  : 

East  Brooklyn  Preserving 

Works 4465 

Harrison,  D.  L__  4487,  4510,  4554 

Redden,  G.  T.,  & Co — 4593 

Scottsburg  Canning  Co__ — 4890 

Tonic, 

chill  and  fever  : 

Johnson’s  Chill  & Fever 

Tonic  Co_ — --  4150 

Hesperian  : 

Temple  of  Health  Medicine 

Co 4379 

hop  : 

Temperance  Beverage  Co 4051 

lung : 

Smith,  T.  B.,  Medicine  Co_  4105 
nerve  : 

Koenig  Medicine  Co 4531 

National  Pharmacy  Co 4477 

nerve  and  brain  : 

Palestine  Drug  Co 4507 

Tonico  stomatico,  elixir  : 

American  Cordial  Co.  of 

Pennsylvania 4161 

To-ni-ta  : 

Lorentz  Medical  Co 4343 

Trafton’s  balm  of  life. 

Cyphers,  M.  B 4142 


Trional  tablets.  See  Tablets. 

Troche.  See  Tablets. 

Tubercular  remedy.  See  Remedy. 
Tuberculoids  : 

Columbus  Pharmacal  Co 4361 

Tu-Ber-Ku  : 

Acker,  Dr.  A.  W.,  Chemical 
Co 


*4367 
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Tucker’s,  Dr.  H.  A. : N.  J.  No. 

Diapho  No.  59  retie  compound  : 

Tucker,  H.  A 4411 

fever  drops  : 

Tucker,  H.  A 4411 

Tuna  fish.  See  Fish. 

Tuna  tonic  tablets.  See  Tablets. 

Turkey  eggs.  See  Confectionery. 
Turpentine  : 

Producer’s  Refining  Co 4127 

Turpentine  man’s  remedy  : 

Tydings,  C.,  & Co____ 4832 

20th  Century  gonorrhea  and  gleet 
cure  : 

20th  Century  Remedy  Co — 4982 

Tydings’  Remedy  : 

Tydings,  C.  & Co 4832 

Unguento  universal  Carson  : 

Kane  & Behrens 4709 

V.  I.  G. : 

Van  Vleet-Mansfield  Drug 

Co 4423 

Vanilla  extract.  See  Extract. 

flavor.  See  Extract. 

Van  Wert’s,  Dr.,  balsam  for  the 
lungs  : 

Van  Wert’s  Chemical  Co 4104 

Varnish,  grain  alcohol : 

Weeks,  O.  J.,  & Co *4055 

(Suppl.  to  3332) 

Vegetable  balsamic  elixir.  See  Elixir, 
compound.  See  Compound, 
expectorant.  See  Expectorant, 
liniment.  See  Liniment, 
pulmonary  balsam.  See  Balsam. 
Vegetable  compound.  See  Compound. 
Vegetable  expectorant.  See  Ex- 
pectorant. 

Vegetable  pills.  See  Pills. 

Vegetables,  canned  : 

California  Fruit  Canners 

Assoc 4906 

Vinegar : 

__  4167,  4168,  4169, 

4527,  4549 

American  Salvage  Co 4010 

Barrett  & Barrett 4743 

Black’s  Cider  & Vinegar 

Co 4274,4275,4276 

Brocton  Fruit  Products  Co_  4261 

Burgie  Vinegar  Co 4221, 

4222,  4227,  4228,  4229,  4235 

Chandler,  B.  T.,  & Son 4181, 

4246,  4547 

Chicago  Cider  & Vinegar 

Works 4246 

Consolidated  Cider  & Vine- 
gar Co 4202 

Crosby,  H.  N.,  Co 4495 

Dawson  Bros.  Mfg.  Co_  4199,  4205, 
4230,  4231.  4463,  4466,  4467,  4887 

Dixie  Sugar  Vinegar  Co 4547 

Gist-Leo  Vinegar  Co 4763 

I-Iarbauer  Co 4068,  4771 

Harrison  & Co 4857 

Hood  River  Apple  Vinegar 
Co 


Vinegar — Continued.  N.  J.  No. 

Hughes,  R.  M.,  & Co 4863 

I.  S.  Fine  Corporation 4058 

Leroux  Cider  & Vinegar  Co_  4416 
Monarch  Vinegar  Works.  _ 4876, 

4907 

Nass,  G.,  & Sons  Co 4183, 

4184, 4847 

Old  Kentucky  Cider  Vine- 
gar Works 4167,  4169,  4420 

Philadelphia  Vinegar  Co 4191 

Price  & Lucas  Cider  & 

Vinegar  Co 4286 

Purity  Vinegar  Works 4183, 

4184,  4847 

Wallace  Vinegar  Co 4132,  4930 

Youngstown  Cider  & Vine- 
gar Co 4354 

Virogeno  : 

Sallusto,  G.,  & Co 4446 

Vodka.  See  Brandy. 

Wafers, 

balsam  of  fir  : 

Freeman  Pharmacal  Co 4391 

calcium  : 

St.  John,  H.  W.,  Co 4774 

Stuart  & Co 4775 

Stuart,  F.  A.,  & Co „ 4773 

Wa-hoo  bitters.  See  Bitters. 

Walker’s, 

pain  destroyer  : 

Walker  Medicine  Co 4353 

rheumatism  remedy  : 

Walker  Medicine  Co 4130 

Walnuts.  See  Nuts. 

Warner’s,  Dr.,  white  wine  of  tar 
sirup  : 

Warner,  C.  D.,  Co 4422 

Wastemo  : 

Wastemo  Chemical  Co 4144 

Water  : 

Harris  Springs  Water  Co 4441 

lithia  : 

Bowden  Lithia  Springs 

Water  Co 4319 

Buffalo  Lithia  Springs  Wa- 
ter Co *4310 

(Suppl.  to  3869) 

Dillard,  L C.,  et  al 4869 

lithium  spring  : 

Crystal  Lithia  Water  Co — 4174 

mineral : 

Baird.  Wm.,  & Son.^ 4733 

Baldwin,  L.,  & Son 4894 

Crazy  Well  Water  Co 4234 

Fry,  D.  C.,  & Co 4888 

Henk  Mineral  Spring  Co 4858 

Witter  Medicinal  Springs.  4296 
spring : 

Chippewa  Springs  Corpora- 
tion  4726 

Robinson  Springs  Co 4072,  4073 

Weller’s  stone  root  and  gin  : 

Weller,  W.  L.,  & Sons 4297 

Wheat : 

Frisch,  J.  M.,  & Co 4538 

flour,  buckwheat  and.  See  Flour. 
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Whisky  : N.  J.  No. 

Epstein,  B.  J.,  & Co 4083 

Irish  : 

Blum,  A.,  jr.,  Sons 4841 

White  drops.  See  Drops. 

mixture.  See  Mixture. 

White  pine  balsam  : 


Allan-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 
expectorant : 

Allen-Pfeiffer  Chemical  Co_  4913 
White  stone  iithia  water  : 


Dillard,  L.  C.,  et  al 4869 

Whitehall’s,  Dr.,  Megrimine  : 

Whitehall,  Dr.,  Megrimine 

Co 4540 

White’s,  Dr.,  specialty  for  diphtheria  ; 

White,  B.  R 4249 

Williams,  Dr.,  pink  pills  : 


Williams,  Dr.,  Medicine  Co_  *4849 

Wilson’s, 

C.  K.,  original  wa-hoo  bitters  : 


Old  Indian  Medicine  Co 4523 

preparation  : 

Davis,  PI.  L 4480 

Wine  : 

Shufeldt,  Henry  H.,  & Co__  4558 

Vazzoler,  C 4173 

(Suppl.  to  3833) 

apple  champagne  : 

I.  S.  Fine  Corporation 4813 

bitters,  Poland.  See  Bitters, 
burgundy : 

4539 

California  Wine  & Cordial 

Co 4121 

Casazza,  V.,  & Bro 4516 

champagne  : 

Giachino,  Ferdinand 4738 

Piemont  Wine  Cellars 4738 

cherry  : 

Brownsville  Fruit  Distilling 

Co 4086 

Chianti : 

Caserta  Wine  Co 4192 

curative  Jasnogorskie  : 

European  Wine  & Liquor 

Co 4402 


Wine — Continued. 

grape  : N.  J.  No. 

Brownsville  Fruit  Distilling 

Co 4086 

Jack  Johnson  made  : 

Two  Brothers  Wine  & Liq- 
uor Co 4826 

moscato  : 

Giachino,  Ferdinand 4738 

Piemont  Wine  Cellars 4738 

nebiolo,  sparkling  : 

Giachino,  Ferdinand 4738 

Piemont  Wine  Cellars 4738 

of  anise,  Moreau’s  soothing  : 

Lafayette  Co 4989 

of  life  root : 

Andrews  Manufacturing  Co_  4943 

of  tar  sirup.  See  Sirup. 

Ohio  port : 

Kelleys  Island  Wine  Co 4824 

Monarch  Wine  Co 4481 

scuppernong  : 

— 4059 

Wlngold  brand  stomach  bitters  : 

Arrow  Distilleries  Co 4845 

Winslow’s  Mrs.,  soothing  sirup  : 

Anglo-American  Drug  Co 4110 

Wintergreen  leaf  oil.  See  Oil. 

Wlshnick  : 

Weissman,  Louis__ 4555 

Witter  springs  water  : 

Witter  Medicinal  Springs 4296 


Wizard  oil.  See  Oil. 

Wr  right's, 

Indian  vegetable  pills  : 

Wright’s  Indian  Vegetable 


Pill  Co 4594 

rheumatic  remedy  : 

Wright  Medicine  Co 4398 

Wrightsman’s,  Dr.,  balm  of  life  : 

Senger,  D.  B.,  & Co 4438 

W^yeth’s  sage  and  sulphur  hair 
remedy  : 

Wyeth  Chemical  Co 4486 


X-ray  porous  plaster.  See  Plaster. 
Yellow  injection.  See  Injection. 
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